800

801

802

803

804

805

806

807

808

809

Agency records

(0)(2), (0)(2), (B)(7)(A),
(0)(7)(C), (b)(7)(D), adequacy of
agency affidavit, de novo review,
in camera inspection

Transfer of FOIA case

(b)(2), E.O. 12065, (b)(7)(A),
B (C), (b)(7)(D), assurance of
confidentiality, burden of proof,
discovery in FOIA litigation, dis-
missal for failure to prosecute, in
camera inspection

Vaughn Index

(0)(5), (b)(6), (0)(7), (b)(7)(C),
(b)(7)(D), attorney work-product
privilege, law enforcement pur-
pose, Vaughn Index

Attorney's fees

(b)(2), (0)(3),5U.S.C. app. 4
8207(a), 26 U.S.C. §6103(a),
Fed.R.Crim.P. 6(e), (b)(5), (b)(6),
(Bd)(T)(A), (B)(7)(C), (0)(7)(D),
(b)(7)(E), attorney-client privilege,
attorney work-product privilege,
deliberative process, reasonably
segregable, Vaughn Index

(b)(3), 26 U.S.C. §6103(c), (b)(5),
(b)(7), (b)(7)(C), attorney-client
privilege, attorney work-product
privilege, deliberative process,
discovery in FOIA litigation, law
enforcement amendments (1986),
law enforcement purpose

(b)(5), deliberative process, dis-
covery in FOIA litigation, duty to
search, summary judgment

Church of Scientology v. ERDA, No. 76-0011 (C.D.
Cal. Sept. 23, 1976).

Church of Scientology v. FBI, 2 GDS 181,124 (D.
D.C. 1980).

Church of Scientology v. FBI, No. 79-3620 (S.D.
N.Y. Jan. 31, 1980).

Church of Scientology v. FBI, 2 GDS 181,154 (D.
Nev. 1979), reconsideration granted in part, 2 GDS
181,155 (D. Nev. 1980), aff'd in part, vacated &
remanded in part, 3 GDS 183,047 (9" Cir. 1982).

Church of Scientology v. FDA, 2 GDS 82,005 (D.
D.C. 1981), on motion for summary judgment, 3
GDS 182,403 (D.D.C. 1982).

Church of Scientology v. Gray, No. 76-1165 (D.D.C.
June 15, 1979), summary judgment granted in part, 2
GDS 182,110 (D.D.C. 1980), aff'd, No. 80-1616
(D.C. Cir. Jan. 23, 1981).

Church of Scientology v. Harris, No. 76-1005 (D.
D.C. Dec. 18, 1979), rev'd & remanded, 653 F.2d
584 (D.C. Cir. 1981), dismissed on remand sub nom.
Church of Scientology v. Schweiker (D.D.C. Sept. 9,
1981).

Church of Scientology v. IRS, 816 F. Supp. 1138
(W.D. Tex. 1993).

Church of Scientology v. IRS, 137 F.R.D. 201 (D.
Mass. 1991), summary judgment granted in part, No.
90-11069 (D. Mass. Apr. 22, 1992) (magistrate's rec-
ommendation).

Church of Scientology v. IRS, Nos. C90-1279, C90-
2008 (N.D. Cal. Mar. 26, 1991), rev'd & remanded,
991 F.2d 560 (9™ Cir. 1993), vacated, 30 F.3d 101
(9™ Cir. 1994).
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810

811

812

813

814

815

816

817

818

819

(b)(3), 18 U.S.C. 81905, 26
U.S.C. 86103, 87213, (b)(5),
(b)(6), (L)(7T)(A), (b)(7)(C),
(0)(7)(D), (b)(7)(F), attorney-
client privilege, attorney work-
product privilege, deliberative
process, fees

(b)(3), 26 U.S.C. §6103, (b)(6),
adequacy of request, displacement
of FOIA, duty to search, in camera
inspection, res judicata, Vaughn
Index

(b)(5), agency records

Attorney's fees, transfer of FOIA
case

Attorney's fees, in camera inspec-
tion

(b)(3), 39 U.S.C. 8410, attorney's
fees, FOIA as a discovery tool

(B)(T)(C)

(b)(3), 26 U.S.C. 86103, (b)(5),
(B)(7)(C), (0)(7)(E), adequacy of
request, attorney-client privilege,
deliberative process

Adequacy of agency affidavit

(b)(2), (b)(3), Fed.R.Crim.P. 6(e),
(0)(5), (b)(7)(C), (b)(7)(D),
(b)(7)(F), adequacy of agency
affidavit, assurance of confidenti-
ality, attorney-client privilege,
attorney work-product privilege,
deliberative process, discovery in
FOIA litigation, duty to search, in
camera inspection, law enforce-
ment amendments (1986), law
enforcement purpose, reasonably
segregable, summary judgment,
Vaughn Index

Church of Scientology v. IRS, No. 74-3465 (C.D.
Cal. Oct. 29, 1976).

Church of Scientology v. IRS, 569 F. Supp. 1165 (D.
D.C. 1983), vacated & remanded, 792 F.2d 146
(D.C. Cir. 1986), further decision on en banc issue,
792 F.2d 153 (D.C. Cir. 1986), aff'd on en banc issue,
484 U.S. 9 (1987).

Church of Scientology v. Simon, 433 F. Supp. 1107
(D.D.C. 1977).

Church of Scientology v. United States, No. 77-0966
(D.D.C. Feb. 5, 1982) (magistrate's recommenda-
tion), adopted (D.D.C. Feb. 13, 1984), aff'd, 759 F.2d
959 (D.C. Cir. 1985).

Church of Scientology v. United States Customs
Serv., No. 75-1364 (D.D.C. Mar. 3, 1977), attorney's
fees denied (D.D.C. May 4, 1977).

Church of Scientology v. United States Postal Serv.,
No. 75-2004 (C.D. Cal. Dec. 19, 1975), rev'd & re-
manded, 593 F.2d 902 (9" Cir. 1979), on remand
(C.D. Cal. 1980), rev'd, 633 F.2d 1327 (9" Cir.
1980), attorney's fees denied (C.D. Cal. 1981), rev'd
& remanded, 700 F.2d 486 (9" Cir. 1983), attorney's
fees denied (C.D. Cal. 1983), aff'd, No. 83-6146 (9™
Cir. May 14, 1984) (unpublished memorandum), 735
F.2d 1368 (9™ Cir. 1984) (table cite).

Church of Scientology Cal. v. IRS, No. 90-3290
(C.D. Cal. Dec. 28, 1990).

In re Church of Scientology Flag Serv. Org. v. IRS,
No. 91-423 (M.D. Fla. Apr. 16, 1993), subsequent
order (M.D. Fla. May 18, 1993).

Church of Scientology Flag Serv. Org. v. IRS, No. 92-
338 (M.D. Fla. Nov. 3, 1992).

Church of Scientology Int'l v. DOJ, No. 92-12197 (D.
Mass. Dec. 2, 1993), aff'd in part, vacated & remand-
ed in part, 30 F.3d 224 (1* Cir. 1994).
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820

821

822

823

824

825

826

827

828

829

830

831

(0)(7)(C), (b)(7)(D), duty to
search, Vaughn Index, waiver of
exemption

Vaughn Index

Vaughn Index

Duty to search

(b)(3), 26 U.S.C. 86103(a),
§6103(e)(7), (b)(5), (0)(7),
(B)(M)(A), (B)(7)(C), (0)(7)(D),
attorney-client privilege, delib-
erative process, duty to search, law
enforcement amendments (1986),
law enforcement purpose, Vaughn
Index

(b)(3), 26 U.S.C. 86103(a),
§6103(e)(7), (0)(5), (0)(7).
(b)(7)(A), (b)(7)(C), deliberative
process, duty to search, law en-
forcement amendments (1986),
law enforcement purpose, Vaughn
Index

(b)(2), (b)(3), 26 U.S.C. §6103(a),
§6103(e)(7), (b)(5), (b)(6),
(Bd)(M)(A), (B)(7)(C), (0)(7)(E),
attorney work-product privilege,
deliberative process, in camera
inspection, law enforcement
amendments (1986), Vaughn
Index

Duty to search

(0)(5), (B)(7), BY(7)(A),
(B)Y()(D), (b)(7)(E), assurance of
confidentiality, law enforcement
amendments (1986), law enforce-
ment purpose

Attorney's fees

Discovery in FOIA litigation, duty
to search

(b)(3), 26 U.S.C. §86103(e)(7),
(0)(5), (B)(7)(C), (b)(7)(F), de-
liberative process, duty to create a
record, law enforcement amend-
ments (1986)

Church of Scientology Int'l v. FBI, No. 91-10850 (D.
Mass. Nov. 23, 1992).

Church of Scientology Int'l v. IRS, No. 91-0431
(C.D. Cal. Jan. 31, 1992).

Church of Scientology Int'l v. IRS, No. 89-4504
(C.D. Cal. Jan. 7, 1992).

Church of Scientology Int'l v. IRS, No. 90-2009
(C.D. Cal. Jan. 7, 1992).

Church of Scientology Int'l v. IRS, No. 91-1048
(C.D. Cal. Dec. 4, 1991), subsequent order (C.D.
Cal. Apr. 21, 1992), rev'd in part, vacated in part &
remanded, 995 F.2d 916 (9" Cir. 1993).

Church of Scientology Int'l v. IRS, No. 91-1120
(C.D. Cal. Dec. 3, 1991), subsequent order (C.D.
Cal. Apr. 21, 1992), rev'd in part, vacated in part &
remanded, 995 F.2d 916 (9" Cir. 1993).

Church of Scientology Int'l v. IRS, No. 91-1025
(C.D. Cal. Nov. 14, 1991), sanctions imposed (C.D.
Cal. July 27, 1992), summary judgment granted, 845
F. Supp. 714 (C.D. Cal. 1993).

Church of Scientology Int'l v. IRS, No. 90-2567
(C.D. Cal. Aug. 2, 1991).

Church of Scientology Int'l v. United States Nat'l
Cent. Bureau Interpol, No. 89-707 (C.D. Cal. Sept.
10, 1991).

Church of Scientology W. United States v. IRS, No.
90-3773 (C.D. Cal. Aug. 17, 1992).

Church of Scientology W. United States v. IRS, No.
90-4784 (C.D. Cal. Aug. 20, 1991).

Church of Scientology W. United States v. IRS, No.
89-5894, 1991 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 3008 (C.D. Cal.
Mar. 5, 1991).
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832

833

834

835

836

837

838

839

840

841

842

843

844

845

846

847

Attorney's fees

(b)(3), 26 U.S.C. 86103, (b)(6),
preliminary injunction

Agency, agency records

Agency

(0)(3), (0)(5), B)(7), (L)(7)(A),
(b)(7)(C), (b)(7)(D), in camera
inspection, waiver of exemption

Exhaustion of administrative reme-
dies

(b)(5), attorney work-product
privilege, deliberative process, in
camera inspection, reasonably
segregable, summary judgment

Adequacy of agency affidavit, duty
to search

Duty to search

(b)(3), 50 U.S.C. 8402, adequacy
of agency affidavit, in camera affi-
davit, in camera inspection

In camera inspection, Vaughn In-
dex

(b)(4), (b)(5), (b)(6), deliberative
process, discovery in FOIA litiga-
tion, duty to search, reasonably se-
gregable, summary judgment,
Vaughn Index

(b)(3), 15 U.S.C. §176, (b)(4)

(b)(6), adequacy of agency affida-
vit, discovery in FOIA litigation, in
camera affidavit

(b)(4), (B)(6), (B)(7)(A),
(b)(7)(C), exhaustion of adminis-
trative remedies, fees, reasonably
segregable, res judicata

(0)(6), (B)(7)(A), (b)(7)(C),
adequacy of request, duty to
search, reasonably segregable

Church of Scientology W. United States v. IRS, 769
F. Supp. 328 (C.D. Cal. 1991).

Church Universal & Triumphant, Inc. v. United
States, No. 95-0163 (D.D.C. Feb. 8, 1995).

Ciba-Geigy Corp. v. Mathews, 428 F. Supp. 523
(S.D.N.Y. 1977).

Ciccone v. Waterfront Comm'n, 438 F. Supp. 55
(S.D.N.Y. 1977).

Cirami v. Levi, No. 76-C-621 (E.D.N.Y. Mar. 21,
1979), modified (E.D.N.Y. Nov. 17, 1980).

Cities of Anaheim v. FERC, No. 83-1151 (C.D. Cal.
May 13, 1983).

Cities Serv. Co. v. FTC, 627 F. Supp. 827 (D.D.C.
1984), aff'd, 778 F.2d 889 (D.C. Cir. 1985).

Citizens Against UFO Secrecy v. Def. Intelligence
Agency, No. 80-1563 (D.D.C. Mar. 31, 1981).

Citizens Against UFO Secrecy, Inc. v. DOD, No. 99-
0108 (D. Ariz. Mar. 30, 2000), aff'd, 21 Fed. Appx.
774 (9™ Cir. 2001).

Citizens Against UFO Secrecy v. NSA, 2 GDS 182,
243 (D.D.C. 1980), aff'd, 2 GDS 182,244 (D.C. Cir.
1981), cert. denied, 455 U.S. 1002 (1982).

Citizens Bureau of Investigation v. FBI, No. C78-80
(N.D. Ohio Dec. 12, 1979).

Citizens Comm'n on Human Rights v. FDA, No. 92-
5313, 1993 WL 1610471(C.D. Cal. May 10, 1993),
aff'd in part, remanded in part, 45 F.3d 1325 (9" Cir.
1995).

Citizens for a Better Env't v. Dep't of Commerce, 410
F. Supp. 1248 (N.D. 1ll. 1976).

Citizens for Envtl. Quality v. USDA, No. 83-3763 (D.
D.C. May 24, 1984), summary judgment granted, 602
F. Supp. 534 (D.D.C. 1984).

City of Chicago v. Dep't of the Treasury, No. 01 C
3835, 2001 WL 1173331 (N.D. Ill. Oct. 4, 2001),
summary judgment denied, 2002 WL 370216 (N.D.
. Mar. 8, 2002).

City of Chicago v. Dep't of Treasury, No. 00 C 3417
(N.D. lll. Mar. 6, 2001), subsequent ruling (N.D. 111
Mar. 21, 2001), aff'd, No. 01-2167, 2002 WL 724621
(7" Cir. Apr. 25, 2002).
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848

849

850

851

852

853

854

855

856

857

858

859

860

861

862

863

@(2)(C), (b)(2), (b)(5), interac-
tion of (a)(2) & (a)(3)

Duty to search

Attorney's fees

Summary judgment

(@)(1)(D), (a)(2)(A), publication

(@)(1)

(b)(5), attorney work-product
privilege, deliberative process, rea-
sonably segregable

(b)(5), deliberative process, duty
to disclose, in camera inspection

Summary judgment

(0)(2), (0)(7), BY(7)(A),
(b)(7)(C), (b)(7)(E), in camera
affidavit, in camera inspection, law
enforcement purpose

Attorney's fees

Summary judgment

Mootness

(b)(4), no record within scope of
request, promise of confidentiality

(b)(4), (b)(5), (b)(8), customary
treatment, deliberative process,
mootness, no record within scope
of request, personal records, sum-
mary judgment, voluntary submis-
sions

(b)(2), (b)(3), 26 U.S.C.
§6103(b)(2), (b)(5), ()(7)(A),
(d)(7)(C), (b)(7)(D), (b)(7)(E),
(b)(7)(F), adequacy of request, at-
torney's fees

City of Concord v. Ambrose, 333 F. Supp. 958 (N.D.
Cal. 1971).

City of Detroit v. Dep't of Labor, No. 90-72572 (E.D.
Mich. Oct. 9, 1992) (magistrate's recommendation),
adopted (E.D. Mich. Oct. 28, 1992).

City of Detroit v. Dep't of State, No. 93-72310 (E.D.
Mich. Mar. 24, 1995).

City of Gadsden v. DOJ, No. 80-0782 (N.D. Ala.
Dec. 1, 1981).

City of Gillette v. FERC, 737 F.2d 883 (10" Cir.
1984).

City of Santa Clara v. Kleppe, 418 F. Supp. 1243
(N.D. Cal. 1976), on motion to reconsider, 428 F.
Supp. 315 (N.D. Cal. 1976), aff'd in part, rev'd in part
& remanded sub nom. City of Santa Clara v. Andrus,
572 F.2d 660 (9™ Cir. 1978), cert. denied, 439 U.S.
859 (1978).

City of Va. Beach v. Dep't of Commerce, 805 F.
Supp. 1323 (E.D. Va. 1992), aff'd in part, rev'd in part
& remanded, 995 F.2d 1247 (4" Cir. 1993).

City of W. Chicago v. NRC, 547 F. Supp. 740 (N.D.
ll. 1982).

Clark v. Bureau of Indian Affairs, No. 82-584 (D.
Ariz. May 16, 1983).

Clark v. Dep't of Labor, No. 84-0965 (D.D.C. Nov.
15, 1985) (magistrate's recommendation), summary
judgment granted (D.D.C. Jan. 6, 1986).

Clark v. Dir., Office of Admin. Law Judges, No. C2-
83-1048 (S.D. Ohio Apr. 18, 1985).

Clark v. IRS, No. 00-C-305 (E.D. Wis. July 26,
2000).

Clark v. United States Gov't, No. 92-1392 (4™ Cir.
June 11, 1992) (unpublished memorandum), 966
F.2d 1441 (4" Cir. 1992) (table cite).

Clarke v. Dep't of Treasury, No. 84-1873, 1986 WL
1234 (E.D. Pa. Jan. 24, 1986).

Clarkson v. Greenspan, No. 97-2035 (D.D.C. June
30, 1998), summary affirmance granted, No. 98-5349,
1999 WL 229017 (D.C. Cir. Mar. 2, 1999).

Clarkson v. IRS, No. 8:88-3036-3, 1990 U.S. Dist.
LEXIS 6887 (D.S.C. May 10, 1990).
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864

865

866

867

868

869

870

871

872

873

874

875

876

877

878

Attorney's fees

Attorney's fees, FOIA/PA inter-
face, pro se litigant

(b)(3), 26 U.S.C. §6103, (b)(5),

(B)(7)(A), (b)(7)(C), proper party
defendant, Vaughn Index

(a)(1)(D), publication

(b)(3), (b)(6), (b)(7)(C), attor-

ney's fees, "Glomar" denial

FOIA as a discovery tool, juris-
diction

Res judicata

(0)(7)(C), (b)(7)(D), adequacy of
agency affidavit, assurance of con-
fidentiality

(b)(5), agency records, deliberative
process, duty to search, exhaustion
of administrative remedies

Exceptional circumstances/due dil-
igence, expedited processing, fail-
ure to meet time limits, prelimina-
ry injunction

()(@)

Reverse FOIA, (b)(7)(A), prelimi-
nary injunction

(0)(4), (B)(7)(C), (b)(7)(D),
assurance of confidentiality, law
enforcement amendments (1986),
proper party defendant, summary
judgment

(b)(3), 45 U.S.C. 8231f(b)(3), ex-
haustion of administrative reme-
dies, summary judgment

Attorney's fees

Clarkson v. IRS, No. 83-1193 (4™ Cir. May 1, 1984)
(unpublished memorandum), 735 F.2d 1354 (4" Cir.
1984) (table cite).

Clarkson v. IRS, 678 F.2d 1368 (11™ Cir. 1982), costs
awarded, No. C79-642 (N.D. Ga. June 29, 1984),
aff'd on other grounds, 811 F.2d 1396 (11" Cir.
1987).

Clarkson v. IRS, 82-2 U.S. Tax Cas. (CCH) 19656
(D.S.C. 1982).

Clarry v. United States, 891 F. Supp. 105 (E.D.N.Y.
1995).

Claudio v. Soc. Sec. Admin., No. H-98-1911 (S.D.
Tex. May 24, 2000), attorney fees awarded (S.D. Tex.
Mar. 14, 2001).

Clayton v. DOJ, No. 86-1485 (D.D.C. July 21, 1986).

Clayton v. DOJ, No. 82-3482 (M.D. Tenn. Aug. 24,
1982).

Cleary v. FBI, No. 85-324 (S.D. lowa Mar. 28, 1986),
aff'd, 811 F.2d 421 (8" Cir. 1987).

Cleary, Gottlieb, Steen & Hamilton v. HHS, 844 F.
Supp. 770 (D.D.C. 1993).

Cleaver v. Kelley, 415 F. Supp. 174 (D.D.C. 1976),
rev'd & remanded, No. 76-1831 (D.C. Cir. Nov. 23,
1976), on remand, 427 F. Supp. 80 (D.D.C. 1976).

Clement Bros. Co. v. NLRB, 282 F. Supp. 540 (N.D.
Ga. 1968), aff'd, 407 F.2d 1027 (5" Cir. 1969).

Clements Wire & Mfg. Co. v. NLRB, 589 F.2d 894
(5™ Cir. 1979).

Cleveland & Vicinity Dist. Council v. Dep't of Labor,
No. 1:87-2384 (N.D. Ohio Apr. 22, 1992) (magis-
trate's recommendation), adopted (N.D. Ohio May
11, 1992).

Cleveland Unit No. 19 of the Nat'l Ass'n of Retired &
Veteran Ry. Employees v. R.R. Ret. Bd., No. 87-117
(N.D. Ohio Apr. 20, 1991).

Click v. Dep't of the Air Force, No. 1-81-73 (N.D.
Tex. Apr. 19, 1982).
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879

880

881

882

883

884

885

886

887

888

889

890

891

(b)(3), 26 U.S.C. 86103, (b)(5),
adequacy of agency affidavit, attor-
ney's fees, discovery in FOIA liti-
gation, duty to search, incorpora-
tion by reference

(BYM)(A), (B)(7)(C), (B)(7)(D),

FOIA as a discovery tool

(b)(5), adequacy of request, attor-
ney-client privilege, deliberative
process, discovery in FOIA litiga-
tion, duty to search, expedited
processing

(b)(3), Fed.R.Crim.P. 6(e), (b)(5),
(0)(6), (b)(7)(A), (b)(7)(C), ade-
quacy of agency affidavit, attor-
ney's fees, FOIA as a discovery
tool, waiver of exemption

Reverse FOIA, (b)(3), 18 U.S.C.
81905, (b)(4), de novo review,
waiver of exemption

Reverse FOIA, (b)(5), deliberative
process, in camera inspection

Duty to create a record

Declaratory relief, fee waiver (Re-
form Act), summary judgment

Duty to search, summary judgment

(b)), (b)(7)(A), attorney-client
privilege, attorney work-product
privilege, burden of proof, delib-
erative process, duty to search,
FOIA as a discovery tool, improper
withholding, in camera inspection,
injunction of agency proceeding
pending resolution of FOIA claim,
stay pending appeal, summary
judgment, Vaughn Index

@2)(A), (b)), B)(T)(A),
adequacy of agency affidavit, at-
torney-client privilege, attorney
work-product privilege, burden of
proof, deliberative process, Vaughn
Index, waiver of exemption

Exhaustion of administrative rem-
edies

(b)(6), adequacy of request, FOIA/
PA interface

Cliff v. IRS, 496 F. Supp. 568 (S.D.N.Y. 1980), sup-
plemental decision, 529 F. Supp. 11 (S.D.N.Y. 1981).

Climax Molybdenum Co. v. NLRB, 407 F. Supp. 208
(D. Colo. 1975), aff'd, 539 F.2d 63 (10™ Cir. 1976).

Clinchfield Coal Corp. v. Marshall, 2 GDS 81,018
(D.D.C. 1980), on motion for summary judgment sub
nom. Clinchfield Coal Corp. v. Donovan, 3 GDS {82,
251 (D.D.C. 1982).

Clyde v. Dep't of Labor, No. 85-139 (D. Ariz. July 3,
1986), attorney's fees awarded (D. Ariz. Apr. 18,
1988).

CNA Fin. Corp. v. Donovan, 2 GDS 182,107 (D.
D.C. 1981), aff'd, 830 F.2d 1132 (D.C. Cir. 1987),
cert. denied, 485 U.S. 977 (1988).

CNA Fin. Corp. v. Marshall, 2 GDS 81,149 (D.
D.C. 1981).

Coalition for Alternatives in Nutrition & Healthcare
v. FDA, No. 90-1025 (D.D.C. Jan. 4, 1991).

Coalition for Safe Power v. DOE, No. 87-1380 (D.
Or. July 22, 1988).

Coalition on Political Assassinations v. DOD, No. 99-
0594 (D.D.C. Mar. 29, 2000), aff'd, 12 Fed. Appx. 13
(D.C. Cir. 2001).

Coastal States Gas Corp. v. DOE, 495 F. Supp. 1172
(D. Del. 1980), subsequent decision, 495 F. Supp.
1180 (D. Del. 1980), rev'd & remanded, 644 F.2d
969 (3d Cir. 1981).

Coastal States Gas Corp. v. DOE, No. 76-1173 (D.
D.C. Aug. 22, 1979), aff'd, 617 F.2d 854 (D.C. Cir.
1980).

Coates v. Dep't of Labor, 138 F. Supp. 2d 663 (E.D.
Pa. 2001).

Cochran v. United States, No. 483-216 (S.D. Ga. July
2, 1984), aff'd, 770 F.2d 949 (11" Cir. 1985).
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892

893

894

895

896
897

898

899

900

901

902

903
904

905

(d)(7), (B)(7)(C), (b)(7)(D),
(b)(7)(E), assurance of confiden-
tiality, duty to search, law en-
forcement amendments (1986),
law enforcement purpose, sum-
mary judgment, waiver of exemp-
tion

(B)(T)(C)

(b)(4), (0)(5), (b)(7)

(b)(2), E.O. 12065, (b)(2), (b)(3),
50 U.S.C. 8403(d)(3), 8§403g,
(0)(5), (b)(6), (b)(7), (b)(7)(C),
(b)) (D), (b)(7)(E), assurance of
confidentiality, duty to search, ex-
haustion of administrative reme-
dies, FOIA/PA interface, waiver of
exemption (failure to assert in liti-
gation)

(b)(2), (b)(3), summary judgment

(0)(3), (0)(7), (L)(T)(A),
(B)(T)(C)

(b)(1), E.O. 12356, (b)(7)(C)

Exceptional circumstances/due dil-
igence, expedited processing,
Vaughn Index

(b)(4), proper party defendant,
summary judgment, waiver of ex-
emption

(b)(4), customary treatment, sum-
mary judgment, voluntary submis-
sions

Summary judgment

(b))

(0)(2), (b)(7), (B)(7)(C),

(b)) (D), (b)(7)(E), assurance of
confidentiality, law enforcement
amendments (1986), law enforce-
ment purpose, reasonably segre-
gable, Vaughn Index, waiver of
exemption

Exhaustion of administrative rem-
edies, summary judgment

Code v. FBI, No. 95-1892, 1997 WL 150070 (D.D.C.
Mar. 26, 1997).

Codrington v. Anheuser-Busch, Inc., No. 98-2417,
1999 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 19505 (M.D. Fla. Oct. 18,
1999).

Cogswell v. FDA, No. 70-519 (N.D. Cal. June 5,
1970).

Cohen v. Bell, No. 77-3449 (C.D. Cal. June 4, 1980),
aff'd sub nom. Cohen v. Smith, No. 81-5365 (9" Cir.
Mar. 25, 1983) (unpublished memorandum), 705
F.2d 467 (9" Cir. 1983) (table cite), cert. denied, 464
U.S. 939 (1983).

Cohenv. CIA, No. 87-1707 (D.D.C. Jan. 25, 1988).

Cohen v. EPA, 575 F. Supp. 425 (D.D.C. 1983).

Cohen v. FBI, No. 93-1701 (D.D.C. Oct. 11, 1994),
summary judgment granted on other grounds (D.
D.C. Oct. 3, 1995).

Cohen v. FBI, 831 F. Supp. 850 (S.D. Fla. 1993).

Cohen v. Kessler, No. 95-6140 (D.N.J. Nov. 25,
1996).

Cohen, Dunn & Sinclair v. GSA, No. 92-57A (E.D.
Va. Sept. 10, 1992) (bench order), motion to amend
denied (E.D. Va. Oct. 2, 1992).

Coker v. Simon, No. 89-2791 (W.D. Tenn. July 24,
1991).

Colby v. Halperin, 656 F.2d 70 (4™ Cir. 1981).

Coleman v. FBI, No. 89-2773, 1991 WL 333709 (D.
D.C. Apr. 3, 1991), summary judgment granted (D.
D.C. Dec. 10, 1991), summary affirmance granted,
No. 92-5040 (D.C. Cir. Dec. 4, 1992), on motion for
further Vaughn Index, 972 F. Supp. 5 (D.D.C. 1997),
summary judgment granted, 13 F. Supp. 2d 75 (D.
D.C. 1998).

Collett v. DEA, No. 90-1631 (D.D.C. Dec. 28,
1990), supplemental order (D.D.C. Jan. 24, 1991).
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906

907

908

909

910

911

912
913

914

915

916

917

918

919

920

(b)(5), (b)(7)(C), adequacy of
agency affidavit, attorney work-
product privilege, deliberative
process, reasonably segregable

()(@)

Jurisdiction

(0)(2), (b)(7)(C), (b)(7)(D),
(b)(7)(F), assurance of confiden-
tiality, exhaustion of administra-
tive remedies

Dismissal for failure to prosecute

(b)(3), 10 U.S.C. 8130, summary
judgment

(0)(B), (0)(7)(D)

Exhaustion of administrative rem-
edies, proper party defendant

(b)(6), FOIA as a discovery tool,
injunction of agency proceeding
pending resolution of FOIA claim

(b)(4), summary judgment, volun-
tary submissions

(b)(3), 26 U.S.C. §6103(a), (b)(5),
(0)(6), (B)(7)(A), (b)(7)(C),
attorney's fees, attorney work-
product privilege, duty to search,
exhaustion of administrative rem-
edies, fees, FOIA as a discovery
tool, jurisdiction, reasonably segre-
gable

Privacy Act access, exhaustion of
administrative remedies, proper
party defendant

(b)(5), adequacy of agency affida-
vit, deliberative process, in camera
inspection, mootness

Attorney's fees

Jurisdiction

Colley v. FLRA, No. 87-1064 (D.D.C. Apr. 15,
1988), dismissed as moot (D.D.C. June 13, 1988).

Collins v. Fed. Highway Admin., No. 6486 (E.D. Va.
July 29, 1968).

Collymore v. FBI, No. 94-2268 (N.D. Cal. Mar. 31,
1995).

Colon v. Executive Office for United States Attor-
neys, No. 98-0180, 1998 WL 695631 (D.D.C. Sept.
29, 1998).

Colon v. Huff, No. 1:CV-00-0201 (M.D. Pa. June 2,
2000).

Colonial Trading Corp. v. Dep't of the Navy, 735 F.
Supp. 429 (D.D.C. 1990), appeal dismissed, No. 90-
5372 (D.C. Cir. Feb. 19, 1991).

Colpoys v. OSHA, 3 GDS 182,422 (W.D.N.Y. 1980).

Colton v. IRS, No. 85-635 (D. Nev. Apr. 4, 1989).

Columbia Packing Co. v. USDA, 417 F. Supp. 651
(D. Mass. 1976), aff'd, 563 F.2d 495 (1* Cir. 1977).

Comdisco, Inc. v. GSA, 864 F. Supp. 510 (E.D. Va.
1994).

Comer v. IRS, No. 97-76329, 1999 U.S. Dist. LEXIS
16268 (E.D. Mich. Sept. 30, 1999), subsequent opin-
ion (E.D. Mich. Aug. 24, 2000), subsequent opinion,
2001 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 15996 (E.D. Mich. Sept. 25,
2001), dismissed (E.D. Mich. Mar. 12, 2002).

Comer v. IRS, No. 85-10503 (E.D. Mich. June 19,
1986), aff'd, No. 86-1627 (6™ Cir. Oct. 19, 1987)
(unpublished memorandum), 831 F.2d 294 (6" Cir.
1987) (table cite).

Comey v. AEC, No. 72-C-1744 (N.D. 1ll. July 10,
1973), aff'd in part, rev'd in part, Nos. 73-1258, 73-
1358 (7™ Cir. July 27, 1973) (unpublished memoran-
dum), 481 F.2d 1407 (7" Cir. 1973) (table cite).

Comint Corp. v. DOJ, No. 77-1725 (D.D.C. Oct. 24,
1978), motion to amend denied, 1 GDS 79,179
(D.D.C. 1979).

Commercial Envelope Mfg. Co. v. SEC, 450 F.2d 342
(2d Cir. 1971).
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921

922

923

924

925

926

927

928

929

930

931

932

933

(0)(6), (b)(7), (b)(7)(C), agency
records, law enforcement purpose

(0)(@), )(7)(C), (b)(7)(D)

@@ (D), (b)(5), (b)(6),
O™ (A), (b)(7)(C), burden of
proof, venue

(b)(5), attorney's fees, deliberative
process, summary judgment, waiv-
er of exemption

()(@)

(b)(2), (b)(5), (b)(6), deliberative
process, reasonably segregable

(b)(3), 18 U.S.C. 81905, (b)(4),
(b)(5), deliberative process

(b)(5), attorney-client privilege,
deliberative process, fee waiver,
incorporation by reference

(B)(T)(C)

(0)(3), (0)(7)(D)

Attorney's fees, exceptional cir-
cumstances/due diligence, moot-
ness

Preliminary injunction

No improper withholding

Commercial Info. Sys. v. Fed. Bureau of Prisons, No.
97-08-ST (D. Or. Oct. 27, 1997) (magistrate's rec-
ommendation), adopted (D. Or. Feb. 18, 1998).

Comm. on Chicano Rights, Inc. v. DOJ, 3 GDS {82,
520 (S.D. Cal. 1982).

Comm. on Masonic Homes v. NLRB, 414 F. Supp.
426 (E.D. Pa. 1976), vacated & remanded for clari-
fication, 556 F.2d 214 (3d Cir. 1977), on remand,
No. 76-851 (E.D. Pa. Jan. 13, 1978).

Comm. to Bridge the Gap v. DOE, No. 90-3568
(C.D. Cal. Apr. 29, 1991) (bench order), summary
judgment denied (C.D. Cal. Sept. 9, 1991) (bench
order), summary judgment denied (C.D. Cal. Oct. 11,
1991), attorney's fees denied (C.D. Cal. Dec. 16,
1991), aff'd, No. 92-55604 (9" Cir. Nov. 15, 1993)
(unpublished memorandum), 10 F.3d 808 (9" Cir.
1993) (table cite).

Comm. to Investigate Assassinations, Inc. v. DOJ,
No. 70-3651 (D.D.C. July 29, 1971), aff'd, 486 F.2d
1314 (D.C. Cir. 1973).

Commodity News Serv. v. Farm Credit Admin., No.
88-3146, 1989 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 8848 (D.D.C. July
31, 1989), summary judgment granted in part (D.
D.C. Oct. 10, 1991), on motion for reconsideration
(D.D.C. Nov. 8, 1991).

Common Cause v. Dep't of the Air Force, 1 GDS
180,162 (D.D.C. 1980), vacated & dismissed in part,
Nos. 80-2046, 80-2056 (D.C. Cir. Jan. 27, 1981).

Common Cause v. IRS, 1 GDS 179,188 (D.D.C.
1979), aff'd, 646 F.2d 656 (D.C. Cir. 1981).

Common Cause v. Ruff, 467 F. Supp. 941 (D.D.C.
1979), rev'd sub nom. Common Cause v. Nat'l Ar-
chives & Records Serv., 628 F.2d 179 (D.C. Cir.
1980), dismissed by stipulation on remand, No. 77-
0297 (D.D.C. Jan. 22, 1981).

Communications Workers of Am. v. Marshall, No.
C77-953 (N.D. Ohio June 1, 1983).

Communist Party of the United States v. DOJ, No.
75-1770 (D.D.C. Mar. 23, 1976), remanded, No. 76-
1746 (D.C. Cir. Oct. 27, 1977) (unpublished mem-
orandum), 566 F.2d 797 (D.C. Cir. 1977) (table cite).

Cmty. Legal Servs. v. Legal Servs. Corp., No. 86-3617
(E.D. Pa. June 20, 1986).

Computer Prof'ls for Soc. Responsibility v. Dep't of
Commerce, No. 91-2317 (D.D.C. Mar. 29, 1993).
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934

935

936

937

938

939

940

941

942
943

944

945

946

947

948

949

(b)(2), (b)(3), (b)(5), deliberative
process, summary judgment

(0d)(7), (B)(7)(A), (b)(7)(C),
(b)(7)(D), assurance of confiden-
tiality, in camera inspection, law
enforcement amendments (1986),
law enforcement purpose

O™ (A), (b)(7)(C), (b)(7)(D),
law enforcement amendments
(1986), summary judgment

(b)(4), burden of proof, promise of
confidentiality

(b)(5), (b)(7)(A), deliberative
process, in camera inspection,
summary judgment

(b)(5), attorney-client privilege,
attorney's fees, attorney work-
product privilege, deliberative
process, fee waiver (Reform Act)

Agency, agency records

B)(@), (b)(7)(C), law enforcement
purpose

Attorney's fees

Fee waiver

(b)(3), 26 U.S.C. §6103(b)(2),
O)(™)(D)

Privacy Act access, dismissal for
failure to prosecute, fee waiver,
summary judgment

(b)(5), (b)(7)(D), attorney work-
product privilege, deliberative
process, waiver of exemption (fail-
ure to assert in litigation)

(b)(3), 15 U.S.C. 857b-2(f),
(b)(5), deliberative process

(b)(5), deliberative process, ex-
haustion of administrative reme-
dies

(a)(1)(D), publication

Computer Prof'ls for Soc. Responsibility v. Nat'l Inst.
of Standards & Tech., No. 92-0972 (D.D.C. Apr. 8,
1994), summary affirmance granted, No. 94-5153,
1995 WL 66803 (D.C. Cir. Jan. 13, 1995).

Computer Prof'ls for Soc. Responsibility v. United
States Secret Serv., No. 93-0231 (D.D.C. July 1,
1994), reconsideration denied (D.D.C. Oct. 6, 1994),
aff'd in part, rev'd & remanded in part, 72 F.3d 897
(D.C. Cir. 1996), on remand (D.D.C. Apr. 24, 1996).

Computer Prof'ls for Soc. Responsibility v. United
States Secret Serv., No. 91-0248 (D.D.C. Mar. 12,
1992) (bench order).

Comstock Int'l v. Exp.-Imp. Bank of the United
States, 464 F. Supp. 804 (D.D.C. 1979).

Concrete Constr. Co. v. Dep't of Labor, 748 F. Supp.
562 (S.D. Ohio 1990), summary judgment granted,
No. C2-89-649 (S.D. Ohio Oct. 26, 1990).

Confederated Tribes of Warm Springs Reservation v.
Babbitt, No. 96-197 (D. Or. Dec. 19, 1996), attor-
ney's fees awarded (D. Or. Sept. 30, 1997).

Cong. Info. Serv. v. GPO, No. 86-3408 (D.D.C. Apr.
7, 1987).

Cong. News Syndicate v. DOJ, 438 F. Supp. 538 (D.
D.C. 1977).

Conklin v. IRS, No. 81-382 (D. Colo. May 13, 1982).

Conklin v. United States, 654 F. Supp. 1104 (D.
Colo. 1987).

Conklin v. United States, No. 84-424 (D. Colo. Sept.
14, 1984).

Conner v. CIA, No. 84-3625 (D.D.C. Jan. 31, 1986),
appeal dismissed, No. 86-5221 (D.C. Cir. Jan. 23,
1987).

Conoco Inc. v. DOJ, 521 F. Supp. 1301 (D. Del.
1981), aff'd in part, rev'd in part & remanded, 687
F.2d 724 (3d Cir. 1982).

Conoco Inc. v. FTC, 3 GDS 182,499 (S.D. Tex.
1982).

Conservation Found. v. Dep't of the Interior, No. 72-
0718 (D.D.C. June 21, 1972).

Conservation Law Found. v. Clark, 590 F. Supp. 1467
(D. Mass. 1984).
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950

951

952

953

954

955

956

957

958

959

960

961
962

Agency records, attorney's fees,
duty to create a record, duty to
search, prompt disclosure, proper
party defendant

(b)(1), E.O. 12356, (b)(3), 50
U.S.C. 8403(d)(3), 8403g, (b)(5),
adequacy of agency affidavit, be-
lated classification, deliberative
process, duty to search

Attorney's fees, mootness

(b)(8), discovery in FOIA litiga-
tion

Attorney's fees

(b)(4)

Reverse FOIA, case or contro-
versy, no improper withholding,
preliminary injunction, venue

Declaratory relief

(b)(8), summary judgment

(b)(4), (b)(7), declaratory relief

(b)(2), (b)(3), 18 U.S.C. §1905,
38 U.S.C. 8216, (b)(4), (b)(5),
deliberative process, equitable
discretion, mootness

Agency, duty to search

(b)(4), (b)(5), (b)(6), adequacy of
request, deliberative process,
promise of confidentiality, sum-
mary judgment

Conservation Law Found. v. Dep't of the Air Force,
No. 85-4377 (D. Mass. Apr. 2, 1986), renewed mo-
tion for summary judgment granted (D. Mass. June 6,
1986), attorney's fees awarded (D. Mass. Oct. 6,
1986).

Conservative Caucus v. Dep't of State, No. 83-3107
(D.D.C. June 28, 1985).

Constangy, Brooks & Smith v. NLRB, 851 F.2d 839
(6™ Cir. 1988), attorney's fees awarded, No. 3:86-
0560 (M.D. Tenn. May 14, 1993).

Consumers Union of the United States v. Bloom, No.
76-1529 (D.D.C. Feb. 23, 1977), summary judgment
granted sub nom. Consumers Union of the United
States v. Heimann (D.D.C. Nov. 1977), aff'd, 589
F.2d 531 (D.C. Cir. 1978).

Consumers Union of the United States v. Bd. of Gov-
ernors of the Fed. Reserve Sys., 410 F. Supp. 63 (D.
D.C. 1976).

Consumers Union of the United States v. Bd. of Gov-
ernors of the Fed. Reserve Sys., No. 73-1766 (D.D.C.
May 31, 1974).

Consumers Union of the United States v. Consumer
Prod. Safety Comm'n, 400 F. Supp. 848 (D.D.C.
1975), rev'd & remanded, 561 F.2d 349 (D.C. Cir.
1977), vacated & remanded sub nom. GTE Sylvania,
Inc. v. Consumers Union of the United States, 434
U.S. 1030 (1978), on remand, 590 F.2d 1209 (D.C.
Cir. 1978), rev'd, 445 U.S. 375 (1980).

Consumers Union of the United States v. ICC, 1975
Fed. Carr. Cas. (CCH) 182,528 (D.D.C. 1974).

Consumers Union of the United States v. Office of
the Comptroller of the Currency, No. 86-1841 (D.
D.C. Mar. 11, 1988).

Consumers Union of the United States v. Saxbe,
1974 Trade Cas. (CCH) 175,057 (D.D.C. 1974).

Consumers Union of the United States v. VA, 301 F.
Supp. 796 (S.D.N.Y. 1969), appeal dismissed as moot,
436 F.2d 1363 (2d Cir. 1971).

Conteh v. FBI, No. 01-1330 (D.D.C. Apr. 1, 2002).

Cont'l Airlines v. Nat'l Mediation Bd., No. 88-3181
(S.D. Tex. May 17, 1989).
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963

964

965

966

967

968

969

970

971

972

973

974

975

976

977

978

979

980

Attorney's fees

Reverse FOIA, (b)(4)

Reverse FOIA, (b)(4), discretion-
ary release

(b)(4)

(0)(3), ()(7)(A), (b)(7)(D), de-

liberative process, in camera in-

spection, law enforcement purpose,

reasonably segregable

(0)(2), (0)(5), (b)(7)

(b)(3), 26 U.S.C. 86103, §6110,
(b)(5), reasonably segregable

Attorney's fees, mootness

(b)(5), attorney work-product
privilege, deliberative process

()(1)(D), (b)(5), attorney's fees,
attorney work-product privilege,
deliberative process, waiver of ex-
emption (failure to assert in litiga-
tion)

Judicial records

VIO

Attorney's fees

In camera inspection, reasonably
segregable

(b)(3), 26 U.S.C. §6103(b)(2),
(b)(7)(C), adequacy of request,
attorney's fees, exhaustion of ad-
ministrative remedies

(b)(7), law enforcement purpose

Res judicata, venue

Privacy Act access, (b)(3), Fed.R.
Crim.P. 6(e), (b)(5), (b)(6),

(®)(7)(C), (b)(7)(D), (b)(7)(E),
FOIA/PA interface, Vaughn Index

Cont'l Cas. Co. v. Marshall, 520 F. Supp. 56 (N.D. III.
1981).

Cont'l Oil Co. v. Fed. Power Comm'n, 519 F.2d 31
(5" Cir. 1975), cert. denied, 425 U.S. 971 (1976).

Cont'l Stock Transfer & Trust Co. v. SEC, 566 F.2d
373 (2d Cir. 1977).

Contract Freighters, Inc. v. Sec'y of Dep't of Transp.,
260 F.3d 858 (8™ Cir. 2001).

Control Data Corp. v. FTC, No. 4-74-412 (D. Minn.
Sept. 3, 1975), partial summary judgment granted (D.
Minn. Oct. 16, 1975).

Control Data Corp. v. FTC, No. 4-74-25 (D. Minn.
May 3, 1974).

Conway v. IRS, 447 F. Supp. 1128 (D.D.C. 1978).

Cook v. Helfer, No. 95-12174, 1996 WL 464038 (D.
Mass. Aug. 9, 1996).

Cook v. SEC, 2 GDS 81,347 (D. Ariz. 1981).

Cook v. Watt, 597 F. Supp. 545 (D. Alaska 1983),
attorney's fees granted, 597 F. Supp. 552 (D. Alaska
1984).

Cook v. Willingham, 400 F.2d 885 (10™ Cir. 1968).

Cook County Legal Assistance Found. v. OMB, No.
79-C-3292 (N.D. 11l. 1980).

Cooley v. Comm'r, No. C-98-20150 (N.D. Cal. Sept.
22, 1998).

Cooley v. Dep't of the Navy, No. 85-1045 (D.D.C.
Dec. 30, 1985).

Coolman v. IRS, No. 98-6149, 1999 WL 675319
(W.D. Mo. July 12, 1999), summary affirmance
granted, No. 99-3963, 1999 WL 1419039 (8" Cir.
Dec. 6, 1999).

Cooney v. Sun Shipbuilding & Drydock Co., 288 F.
Supp. 708 (E.D. Pa. 1968).

Cooper v. Dep't of the Air Force, 528 F. Supp. 472
(M.D. La. 1981).

Cooper v. DOJ, 578 F. Supp. 546 (D.D.C. 1983).
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981

982

983

984

985

986

987

988

989

990
991

992

993

994

995

996

(6)(3), (0)(5), (B)(7)(C),
(b)(7)(D)

(b)(5), waiver of exemption (ad-
ministrative release)

@(2)(A)

Duty to search, exceptional cir-
cumstances/due diligence

(b)(3), 26 U.S.C. 86103, waiver of
exemption

Duty to disclose

(0)(7), (b)(7)(C), (b)(7)(D),
assurance of confidentiality, in
camera inspection, law enforce-
ment purpose, reasonably segre-
gable, summary judgment

(a)(1)(D), publication

Attorney's fees [not a FOIA case]

(0)(3), (0)(7), (B)(7)(A)

(b)(6), attorney's fees, reasonably
segregable

Referral of request to another
agency

Exhaustion of administrative rem-
edies, injunction of agency pro-
ceeding pending resolution of
FOIA claim

Exhaustion of administrative rem-
edies, fee waiver

Reverse FOIA, summary judg-
ment, voluntary submissions

(a)(1)(D), publication

Cooper v. DOJ (Tax Div.), No. 82-2448 (D.D.C. Jan.
12, 1983).

Cooper v. Dep't of the Navy, 396 F. Supp. 1040
(M.D. La. 1975), aff'd in part, rev'd in part, 558 F.2d
274 (5™ Cir. 1977), decision on remand, No. 75-69
(M.D. La. Feb. 13, 1979), modified in part, 594 F.2d
484 (5™ Cir. 1979), cert. denied, 444 U.S. 926
(1979).

Cooper v. Executive Office for Immigration Review,
No. 86-4475 (S.D. Tex. July 13, 1988).

Cooper v. FBI, No. 99-2305 (D.D.C. June 28, 2000).

Cooper v. IRS, 450 F. Supp. 752 (D.D.C. 1977), at-
torney's fees awarded, 42 A.F.T.R. 2d 78-5712 (D.
D.C. 1978).

Cooper v. Meese, No. 88-5705 (6™ Cir. Feb. 27,
1989) (unpublished memorandum), 872 F.2d 1024
(6™ Cir. 1989) (table cite).

Cooper Cameron Corp. v. Dep't of Labor, 118 F.
Supp. 2d 757 (S.D. Tex. 2000), aff'd in part, rev'd in
part & remanded, 280 F.3d 539 (5™ Cir. 2002), mo-
tion denied for expedited treatment of disclosure or-
der, No. 00-21077 (5™ Cir. Jan. 31, 2002), reh'g de-
nied (5™ Cir. Mar. 20, 2002).

Coos-Curry Elec. Coop. v. Jura, 821 F.2d 1341 (9™
Cir. 1987).

Copeland v. Marshall, No. 74-1822 (D.D.C. Jan. 6,
1977), rev'd, 594 F.2d 244 (D.C. Cir. 1978), vacated
pending reh'g en banc, No. 77-1351 (D.C. Cir. June
29, 1979), aff'd, 641 F.2d 880 (D.C. Cir. 1980) (en
banc).

Copus v. Rougeau, 504 F. Supp. 534 (D.D.C. 1980).

Core v. United States Postal Serv., No. 82-820 (E.D.
Va. Jan. 20, 1983), aff'd in part, rev'd in part & re-
manded, 730 F.2d 946 (4™ Cir. 1984), attorney's fees
awarded (E.D. Va. May 2, 1984).

Corley v. DOJ, 1 GDS 180,047 (D.D.C. 1980).

Corning Sav. & Loan Ass'n v. Fed. Home Loan Bank
Bd., 571 F. Supp. 396 (E.D. Ark. 1983).

Correia v. DOJ, No. 84-1971 (D.D.C. Sept. 12,
1984), fee waiver denied (D.D.C. Mar. 13, 1985).

Cortez 111 Serv. Corp. v. NASA, 921 F. Supp. 8 (D.
D.C. 1996).

Cosby v. Ward, 843 F.2d 967 (7™ Cir. 1988).
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997

998

999

1000

1001

1002

1003

1004

1005

1006

1007

1008

1009

Exhaustion of administrative rem-
edies, jurisdiction, venue

Judicial records

(b)(7), (b)(7)(A), discovery/ FOIA
interface, duty to search, law en-
forcement purpose

(0)(5), (b)(6), (b)(7), agency,
attorney's fees, in camera inspec-
tion, law enforcement amend-
ments (1986), law enforcement
purpose

(b)(3), 18 U.S.C. 882510-2521,
(b)(7)(C), waiver of exemption

®)(@), (b)(7)(C), law enforcement
purpose, summary judgment

(b)(1), E.O. 12958, (b)(3), 50
U.S.C. app. 82411(c), in camera
inspection, waiver of exemption

(b)(4), (b)(5), attorney-client
privilege, equitable discretion, in-
ter- or intra-agency memoranda,
reasonably segregable, settlement
documents

(b)(3), Fed.R.Crim.P. 6(e), (b)(5),
(b)(7)(C), deliberative process, law
enforcement amendments (1986)

Discovery in FOIA litigation

(b)(5), adequacy of agency affi-
davit, attorney-client privilege,
deliberative process, duty to
search, waiver of exemption

(0)(2), (b)(5), (B)(7)(C),

(b)) (D), (b)(7)(F), assurance of
confidentiality, attorney's fees,
burden of proof, FOIA as a dis-
covery tool

(b)(7), law enforcement purpose

Cosio v. INS, No. 97-5380 (C.D. Cal. Dec. 22, 1997).

Cotner v. United States Parole Comm'n, No. 3-81-
1718 (N.D. Tex. Sept. 14, 1983), vacated & remand-
ed, 747 F.2d 1016 (5™ Cir. 1984).

Cotten, Day & Doyle v. DOE, 2 GDS 181,250 (D.
D.C. 1981).

Cotton v. Adams, No. 91-2827 (D.D.C. Mar. 17,
1992) (bench order), summary judgment granted, 798
F. Supp. 22 (D.D.C. 1992), appeal dismissed, No. 92-
5280 (D.C. Cir. Aug. 27, 1992), attorney's fees
awarded (D.D.C. Dec. 14, 1993), rev'd sub nom.
Cotton v. Heyman, 63 F.3d 1115 (D.C. Cir. 1995).

Cottone v. FBI, No. 94-1598 (D.D.C. July 22, 1998),
reconsideration denied (D.D.C. Oct. 7, 1998), rev'd
sub nom. Cottone v. Reno, 193 F.3d 550 (D.C. Cir.
1999), attorney's fees granted (D.D.C. Mar. 16,
2001).

Coulter v. Office of Naval Intelligence, No. 96-6309
(D. Or. Nov. 7, 1997) (magistrate's recommenda-
tion), adopted (D. Or. Jan. 8, 1998), aff'd sub nom.
Coulter v. Reno, No. 98-35170, 1998 WL 658835
(9™ Cir. Sept. 17, 1998) (unpublished memorandum),
163 F.3d 605 (9" Cir. 1998) (table cite).

Council for a Livable World Educ. Fund v. Dep't of
State, No. 96-1807 (D.D.C. Jan. 21, 1998), summary
judgment denied (D.D.C. Nov. 23, 1998).

County of Madison, N.Y. v. DOJ, No. 78-3033 (D.
Mass. June 26, 1980), aff'd in part, rev'd in part, 641
F.2d 1036 (1* Cir. 1981).

Courier-Journal & Louisville Times Co. v. DOJ, No.
C86-0007 (W.D. Ky. June 12, 1989), motion to
amend granted (W.D. Ky. Jan. 8, 1990).

Covington & Burling v. Farm Credit Admin., No. 87-
2017 (D.D.C. Oct. 23, 1987).

Covington & Burling v. Food & Nutrition Serv. of
the USDA, 744 F. Supp. 314 (D.D.C. 1990), dis-
missed, No. 88-3713 (D.D.C. Oct. 31, 1991).

Cowans v. FBI, No. 77-84 (C.D. Cal. June 13, 1979).

Cowles Communications, Inc. v. DOJ, 325 F. Supp.
726 (N.D. Cal. 1971).
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1010

1011

1012

1013

1014

1015

1016

1017

1018
1019

1020

1021

1022
1023

1024

1025

(b)(6)

Privacy Act access, (b)(7),
(b)(7)(E), law enforcement
amendments (1986), law enforce-
ment purpose

(B)(7)(C), (0)(7)(D)

(0(@)

Duty to search

(0)(2), (0)(3), (B)(5), (b)(7)(C),
(BYT)D), (B)N)(E), (b)(7)(F),

summary judgment, Vaughn Index

(b)(2), (b)(3), Fed.R.Crim.P. 6(e),
(d)(7), (B)(7)(C), (b)(7)(D),
(b)(7)(E), assurance of confidenti-
ality, law enforcement amend-
ments (1986), law enforcement
purpose, summary judgment,
Vaughn Index

(b)(3), 18 U.S.C. §4208(b),
Fed.R.Crim.P. 32, (b)(5), delib-
erative process, displacement of
FOIA, inter- or intra-agency mem-
oranda, waiver of exemption

Substantial compliance

Attorney's fees, exceptional cir-
cumstances/due diligence, pro se
litigant, referral of request to
another agency

(0)(2), )(7)(A), (b)(7)(E)

(b)(2), attorney's fees, pro se liti-
gant

28 U.S.C. §1404(a)
(0)(2), (b)(7)(C), (b)(7)(D),

(b)(7)(F), assurance of confiden-
tiality

No record within scope of request

@)(2)(C), (b)(2), (b)(7), in cam-
era inspection, reasonably segre-
gable

Cowles Publ'g Co. v. United States, No. 90-349 (E.D.
Wash. Dec. 20, 1990).

Cowsen-El v. DOJ, 826 F. Supp. 532 (D.D.C. 1992).

Cox v. Bureau of Prisons, No. 83-2644 (D.D.C. Feb.
6, 1984).

Cox v. Bureau of Prisons, No. 83-1032 (D.D.C. July
19, 1983), appeal dismissed, No. 83-1859 (D.C. Cir.
Oct. 20, 1983).

Cox v. Criminal Div., DOJ, No. 83-3811 (D.D.C.
Oct. 29, 1984).

Cox v. DOJ, No. 90-0645 (D.D.C. Sept. 19, 1991).

Cox v. DOJ, No. 87-0158 (D.D.C. Nov. 17, 1987).

Cox v. DOJ, No. 85-0892 (D.D.C. July 31, 1985),
rev'd, 804 F.2d 701 (D.C. Cir. 1986) (consolidated),
reh'g denied, 806 F.2d 1122 (D.C. Cir. 1986) (con-
solidated), cert. granted, judgment vacated & re-
manded, 486 U.S. 1029 (1988) (consolidated).

Cox v. DOJ, No. 84-1705 (D.D.C. Sept. 14, 1984).

Cox v. DOJ, 3 GDS 182,408 (D. Kan. 1982).

Cox v. DOJ, No. 78-1944 (D.D.C. May 8, 1979).

Cox v. DOJ, No. 77-2220 (D.D.C. Sept. 22, 1978),
aff'd in part, rev'd in part & remanded, 601 F.2d 1
(D.C. Cir. 1979).

Cox v. DOJ, No. 77-0104 (W.D. Mo. July 25, 1978).

Cox v. DOJ, No. 76-777 (W.D. Mo. June 27, 1977).

Cox v. DOJ, No. 77-0299 (W.D. Mo. June 15, 1977).

Cox v. DOJ, No. 76-470 (W.D. Mo. Apr. 27, 1977),
aff'd in part, rev'd in part & remanded, 576 F.2d 1302
(8™ Cir. 1978).
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1026

1027

1028

1029

1030

1031

1032

1033

1034

1035

1036

1037

1038

(b)(2), E.O. 12356, (b)(5), duty to
search, exhaustion of administra-
tive remedies, fee waiver, summary
judgment, waiver of exemption

(0)(B), (0)(7)(C)

(b)(2), dismissal for failure to pros-
ecute

(2)(2)(C), (b)(1), E.O. 11652,
(0)(2), (0)(7)

Fee waiver, mootness

0@

(B)(7)(C), (b)(7)(D), reasonably
segregable, waiver of exemption

(b)(5), deliberative process

Reverse FOIA, (b)(3), preliminary
injunction

Discovery/FOIA interface, excep-
tional circumstances/due diligence

(b)) (A), law enforcement
amendments (1986), Vaughn
Index

(0)(3), ()(7)(C), (B)(7)(D),

summary judgment

(b)(3), Fed.R.Crim.P. 6(e), (b)(5),
(b)(7)(C), attorney work-product
privilege, law enforcement
amendments (1986), mootness

Cox v. Dep't of State, No. 85-3628 (D.D.C. July 10,
1986), summary judgment granted (D.D.C. June 16,
1987).

Cox v. Executive Office for United States Attorneys,
No. 83-1964 (D.D.C. Feb. 15, 1984).

Cox v. FBI, No. 83-3552 (D.D.C. May 31, 1984), ap-
peal dismissed, No. 84-5364 (D.C. Cir. Feb. 28,
1985).

Cox v. Levi, 427 F. Supp. 833 (W.D. Mo. 1977), sub-
sequent decision, No. 76-604 (W.D. Mo. Aug. 31,
1977), aff'd, 592 F.2d 460 (8" Cir. 1979).

Cox v. O'Brien, No. 86-1639 (D.D.C. Nov. 6, 1986),
subsequent order (D.D.C. Dec. 16, 1986).

Cox v. United States Marshals Serv., No. 83-3174
(D.D.C. Sept. 28, 1984).

Cox Ariz. Publ'ns, Inc. v. DOJ, No. 84-1318 (D.D.C.
Nov. 29, 1984).

Coyote Valley Band of Pomo Indians v. United
States, No. 87-2786 (N.D. Cal. Nov. 6, 1987).

C.P. Chem. Co. v. Stevenson, 732 F. Supp. 119 (D.
D.C. 1989).

Crabtree v. DOJ, No. 88-0861 (D.D.C. Aug. 26,
1988).

Crancer v. DOJ, No. 89-0234 (E.D. Mo. July 27,
1990), reconsideration denied (E.D. Mo. Aug. 16,
1990), modification denied (E.D. Mo. Jan. 18, 1991),
relief denied (E.D. Mo. Mar. 22, 1991) (magistrate’s
order), interlocutory appeal certification denied (E.D.
Mo. Apr. 11, 1991) (magistrate's order), adopted
(E.D. Mo. Apr. 18, 1991), stay granted, No. 91-2164
(8™ Cir. June 19, 1991), aff'd sub nom. In re Dep't of
Justice, 950 F.2d 530 (8" Cir. 1991), vacated & reh'g
en banc granted sub nom. Crancer v. DOJ (8" Cir.
Feb. 12, 1992), remanded sub nom. In re Dep't of
Justice, 999 F.2d 1302 (8" Cir. 1993) (en banc), cert.
denied, 510 U.S. 1163 (1994), summary judgment
granted in part (E.D. Mo. Oct. 4, 1994) (magistrate's
recommendation), adopted (E.D. Mo. Nov. 7, 1994).

Craveiro v. Dir., Executive Office for United States
Attorneys, No. 87-0486 (D.D.C. Oct. 26, 1987).

Creel v. Dep't of State, No. 6:92-559, 1993 U.S. Dist.
LEXIS 21187 (E.D. Tex. Sept. 29, 1993) (magistrate's
recommendation), adopted, 1993 U.S. Dist. LEXIS
21186 (E.D. Tex. Dec. 30, 1993), aff'd, No. 94-40237
(5™ Cir. Dec. 5, 1994) (unpublished memorandum),
42 F.3d 641 (5™ Cir. 1994) (table cite).
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1039

1040

1041
1042

1043

1044

1045

1046

1047

1048

1049

1050

1051

1052

1053

1054

(b)(3), 26 U.S.C. §6103, (b)(6),
reasonably segregable, summary
judgment

Attorney's fees, interaction of
(2)(2) & (a)(3), mootness

Reverse FOIA, (b)(7)(B)
Mootness

(b)(5), agency records, attorney's
fees, attorney work-product priv-
ilege, in camera inspection

(b))

(b)(4), customary treatment, sum-
mary judgment, voluntary submis-
sions

Duty to search, no record within
scope of request

Proper party defendant

(0)(2), (b)(7), (B)(7)(C),
(b)(7)(F), law enforcement pur-
pose, Vaughn Index

(B)(7)(C), (0)(7)(D)

Res judicata

Fees (Reform Act), fee waiver (Re-
form Act)

Dismissal for failure to prosecute,
fee waiver

d)(@), (b)(7)(A), agency records,
law enforcement purpose, waiver
of exemption

Res judicata

Creel v. HHS, No. 91-3305 (D.D.C. Oct. 13, 1993),
summary affirmance granted, 28 F.3d 1295 (D.C. Cir.
1994).

Crews v. Internal Revenue, No. 99-8388 (C.D. Cal.
Apr. 26, 2000).

Crim v. FBI, 2 GDS 82,195 (D. Conn. 1982).
Crisafi v. Bell, 1 GDS 179,187 (M.D. Pa. 1979).

Crisafi v. United States Parole Comm'n, No. 81-0469
(M.D. Pa. Sept. 25, 1981) (magistrate's recommenda-
tion adopted).

Crisafi v. Webster, 1 GDS 180,136 (D.D.C. 1980),
aff'd, No. 80-1945 (D.C. Cir. Oct. 7, 1981) (unpub-
lished memorandum), 672 F.2d 893 (D.C. Cir. 1981)
(table cite).

Critical Mass Energy Project v. NRC, 644 F. Supp.
344 (D.D.C. 1986), vacated & remanded, 830 F.2d
278 (D.C. Cir. 1987), summary judgment granted,
731 F. Supp. 554 (D.D.C. 1990), rev'd & remanded,
931 F.2d 939 (D.C. Cir. 1991), vacated & reh'g en
banc granted, 942 F.2d 799 (D.C. Cir. 1991), vaca-
ted, 975 F.2d 871 (D.C. Cir. 1992) (en banc), cert.
denied, 507 U.S. 984 (1993).

Crompton v. Criminal Div. of the United States DOJ,
No. 95-8176 (C.D. Cal. Apr. 1, 1996).

Crompton v. DOJ, No. 00-07777 (C.D. Cal. Oct. 17,
2001).

Crompton v. DEA, No. 95-8771 (C.D. Cal. Mar. 25,
1997).

Crompton v. United States Air Force, No. 98-0479
(D.D.C. Sept. 3, 1999).

Crooker v. BATF, No. 96-1790 (D.D.C. Nov. 21,
1996).

Crooker v. BATF, 882 F. Supp. 1158 (D. Mass.
1995).

Crooker v. BATF, No. 85-2600 (D.D.C. Dec. 12,
1985), appeal dismissed, No. 86-5044 (D.C. Cir. July
21, 1986).

Crooker v. BATF, No. 85-0615 (D.D.C. Aug. 2,
1985), vacated & remanded, 789 F.2d 64 (D.C. Cir.
1986), dismissed (D.D.C. Apr. 29, 1987).

Crooker v. BATF, No. 85-1793 (D.D.C. June 13,
1985).

-75-



1055

1056

1057

1058

1059

1060

1061

1062

1063

1064

1065

1066

1067

1068

1069

1070

1071

(0d)(7), (B)(7)(A), (b)(7)(C),
(b)(7)(D), assurance of confiden-
tiality, law enforcement purpose,
pro se litigant, summary judgment

Privacy Act access, fee waiver

(B)(T)(C)
(0(@)

Stay pending appeal

Attorney's fees, improper with-
holding, judicial records, jurisdic-
tion, waiver of exemption (failure
to assert in litigation)

Exhaustion of administrative rem-
edies

(b)(3), 50 U.S.C. 8403g, (b)(5),
attorney work-product privilege,
deliberative process

Exhaustion of administrative rem-
edies

Attorney's fees, jurisdiction

Mootness

Improper withholding, no record
within scope of request

(b)([7)(D)

Privacy Act access, mootness, res
judicata

Attorney's fees, pro se litigant

Attorney's fees

Fees, fee waiver

Crooker v. BATF, No. 83-1646 (D.D.C. Dec. 1,
1983), Vaughn Index ordered (D.D.C. Jan. 13,
1984), summary judgment granted (D.D.C. Apr. 30,
1984), subsequent opinion (D.D.C. July 11, 1986).

Crooker v. BATF, 577 F. Supp. 1213 (D.D.C. 1983),
appeal dismissed, No. 83-2203 (D.C. Cir. Feb. 21,
1984) (consolidated).

Crooker v. BATF, 1 GDS 80,209 (D.D.C. 1980).

Crooker v. BATF, No. 79-2560 (D.D.C. Feb. 25,
1980), rev'd, 635 F.2d 887 (D.C. Cir. 1980), vacated
pending reh'g en banc, No. 80-1278 (D.C. Cir. Jan.
30, 1981), aff'd, 670 F.2d 1051 (D.C. Cir. 1981) (en
banc).

Crooker v. Bureau of Prisons, No. 85-0607 (D.D.C.
Sept. 26, 1985), dismissed (D.D.C. Nov. 6, 1986).

Crooker v. Bureau of Prisons, No. 83-1838 (D.D.C.
Dec. 1, 1983), rev'd & remanded, No. 83-2279 (D.C.
Cir. Apr. 10, 1984), summary judgment granted (D.
D.C. Sept. 28, 1984), attorney's fees denied (D.D.C.
Mar. 15, 1985), summary affirmance granted, No. 85-
5618 (D.C. Cir. Nov. 14, 1985).

Crooker v. CIA, No. 86-3055, 1988 WL 50724 (D.
D.C. May 10, 1988).

Crooker v. CIA, No. 85-2437 (D.D.C. Dec. 16,
1985).

Crooker v. CIA, 577 F. Supp. 1225 (D.D.C. 1984).

Crooker v. CIA, No. 83-1426 (D.D.C. Sept. 28,
1984).

Crooker v. Civil Div. of the DOJ, 577 F. Supp. 1212
(D.D.C. 1983).

Crooker v. Cusack, 3 GDS 82,262 (D.D.C. 1982).

Crooker v. Davis, 3 GDS 182,280 (D.D.C. 1982).

Crooker v. DOJ, No. 86-2333 (D.D.C. Oct. 2, 1987),
summary affirmance granted, No. 87-5372 (D.C. Cir.
Apr. 8, 1988).

Crooker v. DOJ, 632 F.2d 916 (1* Cir. 1980).

Crooker v. DOJ, No. 78-1820 (D.D.C. Oct. 30,
1979).

Crooker v. Dep't of the Army, 577 F. Supp. 1220 (D.
D.C. 1984), appeal dismissed, No. 84-5089 (D.C. Cir.
June 22, 1984).
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1072

1073

1074

1075

1076

1077

1078

1079
1080
1081

1082

1083

1084

1085

1086

Adequacy of request, attorney's
fees, fee waiver, improper with-
holding, res judicata

Mootness, referral of request to
another agency, res judicata

(b)(1), E.O. 12356, (b)(2), (b)(3),
28 U.S.C. 8534, Fed.R.Crim.P.
6(e), (b)(5), (0)(7)(C), (b)(7)(D),
(b)(7)(E), (b)(7)(F), deliberative
process, in camera inspection,
summary judgment, Vaughn Index

Attorney's fees, pro se litigant

Attorney's fees, pro se litigant

(0)(2), (b)(7)(C), (b)(7)(D),
(B)(7)(E), (0)(7)(F), summary
judgment

Duty to search, mootness

Attorney's fees
Attorney's fees

(b)(2), (b)(7)(C), exhaustion of
administrative remedies, summary
judgment

(0)(2), (B)(5), (b)(6), (b)(7)(D),
dismissal for failure to prosecute,
mootness

Mootness, no record within scope
of request

Mootness, res judicata

Privacy Act access, FOIA/PA in-
terface

(b)(3), 26 U.S.C. §6103(a),
Fed.R.Crim.P. 6(e), (b)(5),
(d)(7)(C), (B)(7)(D), (b)(7)(F),
assurance of confidentiality, attor-
ney-client privilege, attorney work-
product privilege, exhaustion of
administrative remedies, law en-
forcement amendments (1986)

Crooker v. Dep't of the Army, No. 83-2348 (D.D.C.
Dec. 1, 1983), attorney's fees denied (D.D.C. Mar.
29, 1984), aff'd, No. 84-5214 (D.C. Cir. Sept. 4,
1984).

Crooker v. Dep't of State, 498 F. Supp. 210 (D.D.C.
1979), aff'd, 628 F.2d 9 (D.C. Cir. 1980).

Crooker v. Dep't of the Treasury, No. 83-3657 (D.
D.C. Apr. 1, 1985), summary judgment granted (D.
D.C. Sept. 18, 1986).

Crooker v. Dep't of the Treasury, No. 80-0081 (D.
D.C. Mar. 28, 1980), remanded, 633 F.2d 140 (D.C.
Cir. 1980), on remand, 2 GDS 82,210 (D.D.C.
1982).

Crooker v. Dep't of the Treasury, 634 F.2d 48 (2d
Cir. 1980).

Crooker v. DEA, No. 83-1647 (D.D.C. Mar. 18,
1986).

Crooker v. DEA, No. 83-1718 (D.D.C. Mar. 30,
1984).

Crooker v. EPA, 763 F.2d 16 (1* Cir. 1985).
Crooker v. EPA, No. 84-1815 (1* Cir. Jan. 11, 1985).

Crooker v. FBI, No. 83-1645 (D.D.C. Mar. 18, 1986).

Crooker v. Fed. Bureau of Prisons, No. 86-0510 (D.
D.C. Feb. 27, 1987).

Crooker v. Fed. Bureau of Prisons, No. 86-0811 (D.
D.C. Feb. 25, 1987).

Crooker v. Fed. Bureau of Prisons, No. 83-2845 (D.
D.C. Mar. 30, 1984), appeal dismissed as moot, 782
F.2d 278 (D.C. Cir. 1986).

Crooker v. Fed. Bureau of Prisons, 579 F. Supp. 309
(D.D.C. 1984).

Crooker v. IRS, No. 94-0755, 1995 WL 430605 (D.
D.C. Apr. 27, 1995), dismissed (D.D.C. Sept. 6,
1995).
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1087

1088

1089

1090

1091

1092

1093

1094

1095

1096

1097

1098

1099

1100

1101

Attorney's fees

Attorney's fees, no record within
scope of request

(b)(5), agency

(b)(3), 26 U.S.C. 86103, Fed.R.
Crim.P. 6(e), (b)(5), (b)(7)(C),
(b)(7)(D), assurance of confiden-
tiality, attorney's fees, attorney
work-product privilege, law en-
forcement amendments (1986),
mootness, waiver of exemption

Exceptional circumstances/due dil-
igence

Privacy Act access, dismissal for
failure to prosecute, res judicata

Privacy Act access, (b)(5),
(b)(7)(C), attorney work-product
privilege, deliberative process,
FOIA/PA interface

Privacy Act access, exceptional
circumstances/due diligence

Attorney's fees, exceptional cir-
cumstances/due diligence

Mootness

(b)(3), 18 U.S.C. §84208(c)(2),
Fed.R.Crim.P. 32, attorney's fees,
FOIA/PA interface, judicial rec-
ords

Fee waiver

(6)(2), (0)(5), (b)(7)(E), delib-

erative process

(a)(6)(A), exhaustion of admin-
istrative remedies, fees

Privacy Act access, (b)(5),
(b)(7)(C), attorney work-product
privilege, res judicata

Crooker v. IRS, No. 83-2506 (D.D.C. Nov. 20,
1984).

Crooker v. Office of the Deputy Attorney Gen., 2
GDS 181,022 (D.D.C. 1980).

Crooker v. Office of the Pardon Attorney, 614 F.2d
825 (2d Cir. 1980).

Crooker v. Tax Div. of the DOJ, No. 94-30129, 1995
WL 783236 (D. Mass. Nov. 17, 1995) (magistrate's
recommendation), adopted (D. Mass. Dec. 15, 1995),
aff'd, No. 96-1094, 1996 U.S. App. LEXIS 20991 (1%
Cir. Aug. 20, 1996) (per curiam) (unpublished order),
94 F.3d 640 (1* Cir. 1996) (table cite).

Crooker v. United States Attorney, No. 83-2100 (D.
D.C. June 26, 1985).

Crooker v. United States Marshals Serv., 641 F.
Supp. 1141 (D.D.C. 1986).

Crooker v. United States Marshals Serv., No. 85-
2599 (D.D.C. Dec. 16, 1985).

Crooker v. United States Marshals Serv., 577 F.
Supp. 1217 (D.D.C. 1983).

Crooker v. United States Marshals Serv., No. 83-
2081 (D.D.C. Nov. 4, 1983), attorney's fees denied
(D.D.C. Sept. 28, 1984).

Crooker v. United States Parole Comm'n, No. 85-
2248 (D.D.C. Mar. 27, 1986).

Crooker v. United States Parole Comm'n, 730 F.2d 1
(1** Cir. 1984), cert. granted, vacated & remanded,
469 U.S. 926 (1984), on remand, 760 F.2d 1 (1* Cir.
1985), attorney's fees awarded, 776 F.2d 366 (1* Cir.
1985).

Crooker v. United States Postal Serv., No. 85-2427
(D.D.C. Dec. 16, 1985).

Crooker v. United States Secret Serv., No. 85-1967
(D.D.C. Dec. 9, 1985).

Crooker v. United States Secret Serv., 577 F. Supp.
1218 (D.D.C. 1983), appeal dismissed, No. 83-2203
(D.C. Cir. Feb. 21, 1984) (consolidated).

Croskey v. Office of Special Counsel, No. 94-2756,
1996 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 3778 (D.D.C. Mar. 28, 1996),
vacated & remanded, No. 96-5114, 1997 WL 702364
(D.C. Cir. Oct. 17, 1997) (unpublished memoran-
dum), 132 F.3d 1480 (D.C. Cir. 1997) (table cite),
summary judgment granted, 9 F. Supp. 2d 8 (D.D.C.
1998).
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1102

1103

1104

1105

1106

1107

1108

1109

1110

1111

1112

1113

1114

1115

1116

(B)(7)(C), (0)(7)(D)
()@, )(7)(A), (0)(7)(D), as-

surance of confidentiality, law en-
forcement amendments (1986),
law enforcement purpose, sum-
mary judgment

Duty to search, jurisdiction

Reverse FOIA, (b)(3), 18 U.S.C.
81905, 42 U.S.C. §2000e-8(e), 44
U.S.C. 83508

(b)(3), 42 U.S.C. §2000e-5(b),
§2000e-8(e), §12117, (b)(5),
(b)(7)(C), deliberative process,
summary judgment

Privacy Act access, (b)(6),
(d)(7)(C)

@A)

(@)(1)(E), publication

Privacy Act access, (b)(5),
(b)(7)(C), (b)(7)(D), assurance of
confidentiality, deliberative proc-
ess, FOIA/PA interface

(B)(7)(A), (B)(7)(C), (b)(7)(D),
assurance of confidentiality, rea-
sonably segregable, summary judg-
ment, Vaughn Index

Privacy Act access, (b)(3), Fed.R.
Crim.P. 6(e), (b)(6), (b)(7)(A),
(b)(7)(D), assurance of confiden-
tiality, law enforcement amend-
ments (1986), summary judgment

(b)(3), 26 U.S.C. 86103(a),
§6103(e)(7), (b)(3), (B)(7)(A),
attorney-client privilege, summary
judgment

Mootness

Proper party defendant

(0)(1), (0)(2), (B)(5), (B)(7),
@A), (B)(7)(D)

Crowell v. DOJ, 3 GDS 83,277 (4™ Cir. 1982).

Crowell & Moring v. DOD, 703 F. Supp. 1004 (D.
D.C. 1989).

Crown Cent. Petroleum Corp. v. DOE, No. 84-3827
(D.D.C. Oct. 22, 1985).

Crown Cent. Petroleum Corp. v. Kleppe, 424 F.
Supp. 744 (D. Md. 1976).

Crump v. EEOC, No. 3:97-0275 (M.D. Tenn. May
30, 1997) (magistrate's recommendation), adopted
(M.D. Tenn. June 18, 1997).

Crumpton v. United States, 843 F. Supp. 751 (D.
D.C. 1994), aff'd sub nom. Crumpton v. Stone, 59
F.3d 1400 (D.C. Cir. 1995), cert. denied, 516 U.S.
1147 (1996).

CTI v. United States Customs Serv., No. 81-0079
(S.D.N.Y. Feb. 17, 1982).

Cubanski v. Heckler, 781 F.2d 1421 (9" Cir. 1986).

Cuccaro v. Sec'y of Labor, 562 F. Supp. 724 (W.D.
Pa. 1983), aff'd, 770 F.2d 355 (3d Cir. 1985).

Cucci v. DEA, 871 F. Supp. 508 (D.D.C. 1994).

Cudzich v. INS, No. 94-2358 (D.D.C. May 2, 1995),
summary judgment granted, 886 F. Supp. 101 (D.
D.C. 1995).

Cujas v. IRS, No. 1:97-00741, 1998 U.S. Dist. LEXIS
6466 (M.D.N.C. Apr. 15, 1998), aff'd, No. 98-1641,
1998 WL 539686 (4™ Cir. Aug. 25, 1998) (unpub-
lished order), 162 F.3d 1154 (4™ Cir. 1998) (table
cite).

Culham v. Dep't of Educ., No. 86-0208 (D.D.C. Mar.
26, 1986).

Cullinane v. Arnold, No. 97-779, 1998 U.S. Dist.
LEXIS 5575 (C.D. Cal. Mar. 24, 1998).

Cumberland Inv. Corp. v. SEC, No. 85-0388 (D.R.I.
Feb. 19, 1986).
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1122
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1124

1125

1126

1127

1128

1129

(b)(2), (b)(5), (b)(7), attorney's
fees

()(@)

(0)(6), (b)(7), (B)(7)(C),
(b)) (F), "Glomar" denial, law
enforcement purpose

(0)(@), )(7)(C), (B)(7)(D),

attorney's fees, pro se litigant

Exhaustion of administrative rem-
edies

(0)(2), (0)(7), BY(7)(A),
(B)(T)(C), (0)(7)(D), (B)(7)(E),
discovery in FOIA litigation, law
enforcement amendments (1986),
law enforcement purpose, Vaughn
Index, waiver of exemption (failure
to assert in litigation)

(B)(7)(C), (0)(7)(D)

(b)(7)(A), in camera inspection,
law enforcement amendments
(1986), res judicata, summary
judgment

Fee waiver, proper party defendant

(b)(3), 26 U.S.C. §86103(e)(7),
(b)(7)(A), displacement of FOIA,
Vaughn Index

(b)(3), 26 U.S.C. 86103,
(b)(7)(A), displacement of FOIA

Mootness

Privacy Act access, (b)(7),
(b)(7)(C), FOIA as a discovery
tool

Cuneo v. Laird, 338 F. Supp. 504 (D.D.C. 1972), aff'd
in part, rev'd & remanded in part sub nom. Cuneo v.
Schlesinger, 484 F.2d 1086 (D.C. Cir. 1973), cert.
denied, 415 U.S. 977 (1974), on remand, No. 67-
1826 (D.D.C. Sept. 15, 1975), rev'd sub nom. Cuneo
v. Rumsfeld, 553 F.2d 1360 (D.C. Cir. 1977), on
remand (D.D.C. Aug. 7, 1978), aff'd sub nom. Fen-
ster v. Brown, 617 F.2d 740 (D.C. Cir. 1979).

Cuneo v. NLRB, No. 1-78-37 (E.D. Tenn. Mar. 22,
1978).

Cunningham v. FBI, 540 F. Supp. 1 (N.D. Ohio
1981), reconsideration denied, No. C78-486 (N.D.
Ohio May 8, 1981), partial summary judgment grant-
ed (N.D. Ohio Mar. 11, 1983), dismissed as moot
(N.D. Ohio Jan. 24, 1984), motion to vacate denied
(N.D. Ohio Feb. 2, 1984), rev'd & remanded, 765
F.2d 61 (6™ Cir. 1985).

Cunningham v. FBI, No. 78-2818 (D.N.J. Dec. 7,
1979), on motion for attorney's fees (D.N.J. Dec. 8,
1980), rev'd, 664 F.2d 383 (3d Cir. 1981).

Cupp v. Levi, 75-2 U.S. Tax Cas. (CCH) 19670
(W.D. Pa. 1975).

Curcio v. FBI, No. 89-0941 (D.D.C. Mar. 6, 1990),
summary judgment granted in part, 1990 WL 179605
(D.D.C. Nov. 2, 1990), reconsideration granted (D.
D.C. Mar. 24, 1995), summary judgment granted (D.
D.C. Mar. 8, 1999).

Curran v. DOJ, No. 86-1523 (E.D. Pa. Jan. 8, 1987).

Curran v. DOJ, 640 F. Supp. 153 (D. Mass. 1986),
aff'd, 813 F.2d 473 (1* Cir. 1987).

Currey v. Lawn, No. 86-5342 (D.C. Cir. Sept. 16,
1987).

Currie v. IRS, 82-2 U.S. Tax Cas. (CCH) 19479
(N.D. Ga. 1982), aff'd, 704 F.2d 523 (11" Cir. 1983).

Currie v. IRS, 3 GDS 183,188 (N.D. Ga. 1981).

Currier v. IRS, No. 91-C-331 (E.D. Wis. Mar. 11,
1992), summary judgment granted (E.D. Wis. Nov. 2,
1992), aff'd, No. 93-1667 (7™ Cir. Dec. 29, 1993)
(unpublished order), 14 F.3d 604 (7" Cir. 1993)
(table cite).

Curro v. DOJ, No. 90-1887 (D.D.C. Mar. 20, 1991).
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1131
1132

1133

1134
1135

1136

1137

1138

1139

1140

1141

1142

1143

1144

1145

1146

(0)(2), (b)(5), (K)(7)(C),
(b)(7)(D), deliberative process

(b)(6), (0)(7)(C)

Mootness

(0)(3), (0)(7)(C)

(b)(3), 49 U.S.C. §1504, (b)(4)

Dismissal for failure to prosecute

(0)(2), (b)(3), (K)(7)(C),
(b)(7)(D), (b)(7)(F), exhaustion
of administrative remedies, no rec-
ord within scope of request, rea-
sonably segregable, summary judg-
ment

(a)(1)(D), publication

Exceptional circumstances/due dil-
igence

0)(5), (b)(6), (L)(T)(A),
B (C), (b)(7)(D), attorney's
fees

(b)(1), E.O. 12065, (b)(3), 50
U.S.C. 8403(d)(3), (b)(6), ade-
quacy of agency affidavit, "Glomar"
denial, in camera affidavit

(a)(1)(D), publication

(b)(3), 15 U.S.C. §57, (b)(5),
@A)

Reverse FOIA, (b)(4)

(b)(2), E.O. 12356, "Glomar" de-
nial, status of plaintiff

Privacy Act access, (b)(2),
(®)(7)(C), (b)(7)(D), (b)(7)(E),
exhaustion of administrative rem-
edies, fee waiver (Reform Act), law
enforcement amendments (1986),
summary judgment

(b)(7)(C), duty to search, waiver
of exemption

Curry v. Dir., DEA, No. 75-1416 (D.D.C. Nov. 5,
1976).

Curry v. DEA, No. 97-1359 (D.D.C. Mar. 30, 1998).
Curry v. IRS, No. 98-336 (E.D. Wash. Jan. 7, 2000).

Curtis v. Braxton, No. 87-3247 (D. Kan. Sept. 28,
1987).

Cutler v. CAB, 375 F. Supp. 722 (D.D.C. 1974).
Cutler v. FBI, No. 89-0618 (D.D.C. July 31, 1989).

Czeck v. BATF, No. 99-1147, 2000 U.S. Dist. LEXIS
12330 (D.D.C. July 26, 2000).

D&W Food Ctrs. v. Block, 786 F.2d 751 (6™ Cir.
1986).

DaCosta v. DOJ, 782 F. Supp. 147 (D.D.C. 1992).

Dadco Fashions, Inc. v. NLRB, No. 78-0109 (W.D.
La. Mar. 22, 1978).

Daily Orange Corp. v. CIA, No. 79-441 (N.D.N.Y.
Aug. 25, 1981), on motion for summary judgment,
532 F. Supp. 122 (N.D.N.Y. 1982).

Daingerfield Island Protective Soc'y v. Babbitt, 823 F.
Supp. 950 (D.D.C. 1993), aff'd, 15 F.3d 1159 (D.C.
Cir. 1993) (table cite).

Dairymen, Inc. v. FTC, 1 GDS 180,159 (D.D.C.
1980).

Daisy Mfg. Co. v. Consumer Prod. Safety Comm'n,
No. 96-5152, 1997 WL 578960 (W.D. Ark. Feb. 5,
1997), aff'd, 133 F.3d 1081 (8" Cir. 1998).

D'Aleo v. Dep't of the Navy, No. 89-2347, 1991 U.S.
Dist. LEXIS 3884 (D.D.C. Mar. 27, 1991).

D'Alessandro v. DOJ, No. 90-2088 (D.D.C. Feb. 28,
1991).

Daley v. DOJ, No. 00-1750 (D.D.C. Mar. 9, 2001).
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1148

1149

1150

1151

1152

1153

1154

1155

1156

1157

1158

1159

1160

1161

1162

1163

(b)(5), attorney work-product
privilege, deliberative process, in
camera inspection, summary judg-
ment

(b)(1), E.O. 12065, (b)(5), attor-
ney-client privilege, attorney work-
product privilege, deliberative
process

Dismissal for failure to prosecute

(b)(3), 26 U.S.C. §6103(a),

(®)(7)(C), (b)(7)(E), summary
judgment

Jurisdiction

B (C), (b)(7)(D), assurance of
confidentiality, exhaustion of ad-
ministrative remedies, fees, "Glo-
mar" denial, no record within
scope of request, proper party de-
fendant, waiver of exemption

Agency

Privacy Act access, exhaustion of
administrative remedies, no record
within scope of request

Privacy Act access, attorney's fees,
mootness

(b)(4), in camera inspection,
promise of confidentiality, reason-
ably segregable

Destruction of records

(b)(8), discretionary release

(6)(3), (b)(6), (b)(7)(C), deliber-

ative process

Proper service of process

Reverse FOIA, (b)(4)

Exhaustion of administrative rem-
edies, fee waiver (Reform Act)

(@)(2), (b))

Dalitzky v. SBA, 144 F.R.D. 8 (D. Mass. 1992).

Dames & Moore v. Dep't of the Treasury, 544 F.
Supp. 94 (C.D. Cal. 1982), amended, 3 GDS {83,
267 (C.D. Cal. 1982).

Dan v. FBI, No. 87-3141 (D.D.C. May 26, 1988).

D'Angelica v. IRS, No. 94-1998 (E.D. Cal. Oct. 26,
1995), summary judgment granted, 1996 U.S. Dist.
LEXIS 6681 (E.D. Cal. Apr. 25, 1996).

D'Angelica v. IRS, No. S93-0857 (E.D. Cal. Oct. 12,
1993).

Daniel v. DOJ, No. 99-2423 (D.D.C. Mar. 30, 2001),
summary affirmance granted, No. 01-5119, 2001 WL
1029156 (D.C. Cir. Aug. 28, 2001).

Daniel v. Safir, 175 F. Supp. 2d 474 (E.D.N.Y. 2001).

Daniels v. FCC, No. 77-5011 (D.S.D. Mar. 15, 1978).

Daniels v. St. Louis VA Reg'l Office, 561 F. Supp.
250 (E.D. Mo. 1983).

Daniels Mfg. Corp. v. DOD, No. 85-291 (M.D. Fla.
June 3, 1986).

Dankese v. Def. Logistics Agency, 693 F.2d 13 (1"
Cir. 1982).

Dannhausen v. First Nat'l Bank, 538 F. Supp. 551
(E.D. Wis. 1982).

Darby v. Dep't of the Air Force, No. S-00-0661 (D.
Nev. Mar. 1, 2002).

Darrow v. IRS, No. 6:01-37 (M.D. Fla. Aug. 24,
2001).

Data-Prompt, Inc. v. Cisneros, No. 93-2255 (D.D.C.
Apr. 26, 1994), vacated & remanded, No. 94-5133
(D.C. Cir. Apr. 5, 1995) (unpublished memoran-
dum), 52 F.3d 1122 (D.C. Cir. 1995) (table cite).

Davenport v. Univ. of S. Cal., No. 96-0727 (C.D.
Cal. Feb. 24, 1997).

David B. Lilly Co. v. Renegotiation Bd., 521 F.2d 315
(D.C. Cir. 1975).
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1166
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1168
1169

1170

1171

1172

1173

1174

1175

1176

1177

1178

1179

Duty to search
Agency

(0)(2), (b)(7), (B)(7)(C),
(B)Y()(D), (b)(7)(E), assurance of
confidentiality, law enforcement
amendments (1986), law enforce-
ment purpose, reasonably segrega-
ble, Vaughn Index

(b)(7)(C), duty to search, sum-
mary judgment

No record within scope of request

Exhaustion of administrative rem-
edies

(b)(3), 18 U.S.C. §82510-2521,

(B)(7)(C), (b)(7)(D), duty to
search, waiver of exemption

(0)(2), )(7T)(A), (b)(7)(C),

adequacy of request

(b)(3), 15 U.S.C. 8§857b-2(f),
(b)(5), attorney work-product
privilege, deliberative process
Summary judgment

Exhaustion of administrative rem-
edies

Adequacy of request

Reverse FOIA, (b)(4)

O™ (A), (b)(7)(D), waiver of
exemption

Exhaustion of administrative rem-
edies

Jurisdiction

Davidson v. EPA, 121 F. Supp. 2d 38 (D.D.C. 2000).
Davidson v. Georgia, 622 F.2d 895 (5™ Cir. 1980).

Davin v. DOJ, No. 92-1122 (W.D. Pa. Sept. 23,
1994), rev'd & remanded, 60 F.3d 1043 (3d Cir.
1995), on remand (W.D. Pa. Apr. 9, 1998), aff'd, No.
98-3342 (3d Cir. Jan. 27, 1999) (unpublished mem-
orandum), 176 F.3d 471 (3d Cir. 1999) (table cite).

Davis v. CIA, No. 4:99-838 (M.D. Pa. Nov. 18,
1999).

Davis v. CIA, 711 F.2d 858 (8" Cir. 1983).

Davis v. DOJ, No. 00-2457 (D.D.C. June 12, 2001).

Davis v. DOJ, No. 88-0130 (D.D.C. July 27, 1988),
summary judgment granted (D.D.C. May 6, 1991),
rev'd & remanded, 968 F.2d 1276 (D.C. Cir. 1992),
on remand (D.D.C. Oct. 16, 1997), summary affirm-
ance granted in part, No. 98-5080, 1998 WL 545422
(D.C. Cir. July 31, 1998), on remand (D.D.C. Sept.
15, 2000), summary affirmance granted in part, No.
00-5414 (D.C. Cir. May 4, 2001), summary affirm-
ance denied in part, 2001 WL 1488882 (D.C. Cir.
Oct. 17, 2001).

Davis v. DOJ, No. 81-2351 (D.D.C. Apr. 28, 1982).

Davis v. FTC, No. 96-9324, 1997 WL 73671 (S.D.
N.Y. Feb. 20, 1997).

Davis v. IRS, No. C93-2172 (N.D. Cal. Jan. 27,
1994).

Davis v. Office of Investigations, No. 92-2571 (D.
Md. Feb. 19, 1993) (magistrate's recommendation),
adopted (D. Md. Mar. 23, 1993).

Davis v. United States Attorney Dist. of Md., No. 92-
3233 (D. Md. July 5, 1994).

Davis Corp. v. United States, No. 87-3365, 1988 U.S.
Dist. LEXIS 17611 (D.D.C. Jan. 19, 1988).

Davoudlarian v. DOJ, No. 92-1500 (E.D. Va. July 15,
1993) (bench order), aff'd, No. 93-1787 (4" Cir. Aug.
15, 1994) (per curiam) (unpublished memorandum),

32 F.3d 562 (4™ Cir. 1994) (table cite).

Davric Me. Corp. v. United States Postal Serv., No.
99-380, 2000 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 2854 (D. Me. Mar. 3,
2000) (magistrate's recommendation).

Dawson v. DEA, No. 00 CIV 5887, 2002 WL 418022
(S.D.N.Y. Mar. 14, 2002) (magistrate's recommenda-
tion).
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1182
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1184

1185

1186

1187

1188

1189

1190

1191

1192

1193

1194

1195

(0)(2), (B)(7)(C), ()(7)(D)
Publication

(b)), (b)(7)(D), law enforcement
purpose

(b)(2), (b)(3), 10 U.S.C. 81102,
(b)(5), (b)(6), deliberative process

(0)(5), (b)(6), (b)(7)(C), attorney-
client privilege, attorney work-
product privilege, deliberative
process, Vaughn Index, waiver of
exemption

(b)(2), (b)(3), 28 U.S.C. 8534,
(®)(5), (B)(7)(C), (b)(7)(D),
(b)(7)(E), agency records, delib-
erative process, law enforcement
amendments (1986)

(b)(4), (b)(5), (b)(6), attorney-
client privilege, deliberative proc-
ess, fee waiver (Reform Act)

No improper withholding, proper
party defendant

(a)(1)(D), publication

(b)(1), (b)(7), (B)(7)(C),
(B)(7)(D), (b)(7)(E), adequacy of
agency affidavit, adequacy of re-
quest, discovery in FOIA litiga-
tion, law enforcement purpose

VIO

Privacy Act access, attorney's fees,
duty to create a record, mootness

VIO

(®)(3), (B)(7)(A), (b)(7)(C),
(b)(7)(D), assurance of confidenti-
ality, attorney work-product
privilege, reasonably segregable

(0)(5), (b)(6), (b)(7)(C),
(b)(7)(D), deliberative process,
exhaustion of administrative rem-
edies, in camera inspection, jur-
isdiction

Attorney's fees

Day v. FBI, No. 76-3209 (S.D.N.Y. Mar. 10, 1977).
Day v. Shalala, 23 F.3d 1052 (6™ Cir. 1994).

Dayo v. INS, No. C2-83-1422 (S.D. Ohio Dec. 31,
1985).

Dayton Newspapers v. Dep't of the Air Force, 35 F.
Supp. 2d 1033 (S.D. Ohio 1998), reconsideration
granted in part, 107 F. Supp. 2d 912 (S.D. Ohio
1999).

Dayton Newspapers, Inc. v. Dep't of the Navy, No. C-
3-95-328 (S.D. Ohio Sept. 12, 1996), subsequent
opinion (S.D. Ohio Sept. 9, 1997), further opinion,
109 F. Supp. 2d 768 (S.D. Ohio 1999).

Dayton Newspapers v. FBI, No. C3-85-815 (S.D.
Ohio Feb. 9, 1993), reconsideration denied (S.D.
Ohio Sept. 30, 1993).

D.C. Technical Assistance Org., Inc. v. HUD, No.
98-0280 (D.D.C. July 29, 1999), summary judgment
granted, 85 F. Supp. 2d 46 (D.D.C. 2000).

Deal v. Roberson, No. 91-70 (M.D. La. Feb. 15,
1992) (magistrate's recommendation), adopted (M.D.
La. Mar. 25, 1992).

Dean v. Butz, 428 F. Supp. 477 (D. Haw. 1977).

De Antonio v. Kelley, No. 75-1071 (D.D.C. Feb. 3,
1978), summary judgment granted sub nom. De An-
tonio v. Webster, 1 GDS 80,156 (D.D.C. 1980).

Dean Witter & Co. v. EEOC, No. 77-0399 (D.D.C.
June 20, 1977).

DeBold v. Stimson, 735 F.2d 1037 (7™ Cir. 1984).

DeCarlo v. DOJ, No. 85-3043 (D.D.C. Nov. 14,
1986).

Deering Milliken, Inc. v. Nash, No. 75-864 (D.S.C.
Nov. 12, 1975), aff'd in part, rev'd in part & remand-
ed sub nom. Deering Milliken, Inc. v. Irving, 548 F.2d
1131 (4™ Cir. 1977).

De Finav. FAA, No. 75-1526 (S.D.N.Y. Feb. 26,
1976) (consolidated).

DeFranco v. INS, No. 85-2294 (D. Mass. Jan. 30,
1989).
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1197

1198

1199

1200

1201

1202

1203

1204

1205

1206

1207

1208

1209

1210

1211

1212

Agency

(b)(5), attorney work-product
privilege, incorporation by refer-
ence, Vaughn Index

(b)(3), 8 U.S.C. §1202(f)

@)(2)(A), (b)(5), deliberative
process

(b)(L), E.O. 12356

Deliberative process, discovery/
FOIA interface, Vaughn Index

(b)(2), (b)(3), 15 U.S.C. 837104,
attorney's fees, no record within
scope of request

Jurisdiction

Jurisdiction

(b)(2), (b)(3), 18 U.S.C. §2510,
Fed.R.Crim.P. 6(e), (b)(7)(A),

(B)(7)(C), (0)(7)(D). (b)(7)(E),

assurance of confidentiality

(b)(5), attorney's fees, deliberative
process

(b)(1), E.O. 12065, (b)(3), 50
U.S.C. §403(d)(3), §403g, (b)(5),
(b)(6), (b)(7)(C), deliberative
process

(b)(1), (b)(3), 50 U.S.C. §403

(0)(1), (0)(2), (b)(7), (b)(7)(C),
(B)Y()(D), (b)(7)(E), law enforce-
ment purpose

(b)(2), (b)(7)(C), duty to search,
summary judgment

Attorney's fees

VIO

DeHarder Inv.t Corp. v. Ind. Hous. Fin. Auth., 909
F. Supp. 606 (S.D. Ind. 1995).

Delaney, Migdail & Young v. IRS, 826 F.2d 124
(D.C. Cir. 1987).

De Laurentiis v. Haig, 528 F. Supp. 601 (E.D. Pa.
1981), aff'd, 686 F.2d 192 (3d Cir. 1982).

Del. v. NOAA, No. 80-0565 (D.D.C. Apr. 3, 1980).

Della v. FBI, No. C82-1052 (W.D. Wash. June 15,
1983).

Dellums v. Powell, 2 GDS 181,137 (D.D.C. 1981),
aff'd in part, rev'd in part & remanded, 642 F.2d 1351
(D.C. Cir. 1980).

DeLorme Publ'g Co. v. NOAA, 907 F. Supp. 10 (D.
Me. 1995), summary judgment granted, 917 F. Supp.
867 (D. Me. 1996), appeal dismissed by stipulation,
No. 96-1601 (1* Cir. July 8, 1996).

De Luca v. INS, No. 95-6240, 1996 U.S. Dist. LEXIS
2696 (E.D. Pa. Mar. 7, 1996).

DeLuise v. N. Bronx Westchester Neighborhood Re-
storation Ass'n, No. 91-258 (S.D.N.Y. July 8, 1991).

Del Viscovo. FBI, 903 F. Supp. 1 (D.D.C. 1995),
summary affirmance granted, No. 95-5388 (D.C. Cir.
Jan. 24, 1997).

Demav. IRS, 519 F. Supp. 924 (N.D. Ill. 1979), aff'd,
Nos. 80-1138, 80-1205, 80-1982 (7™ Cir. July 21,
1981) (unpublished memorandum), 661 F.2d 937 (7™
Cir. 1981) (table cite).

Demetracopoulos v. CIA, 3 GDS 182,508 (D.D.C.
1982).

Demetracopoulos v. Dep't of State, 1 GDS 180,012
(D.D.C. 1980).

Demetracopoulos v. FBI, 510 F. Supp. 529 (D.D.C.
1981), reconsideration denied, No. 78-2209 (D.D.C.
Jan. 30, 1981).

Demma v. DOJ, No. 93-7296, 1995 WL 360731
(N.D. llI. June 15, 1995), reconsideration granted,
1996 WL 11932 (N.D. Ill. Jan. 10, 1996).

Dennis v. FBI, No. 83-1422 (D.D.C. Mar. 16, 1987).

Dennison v. United States, No. 86-1479 (D.D.C.
Oct. 17, 1986).
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1214

1215

1216

1217

1218

1219

1220

1221

1222

1223

1224

1225

1226

1227

1228

(b)(8), discovery/FOIA interface,
in camera inspection

Duty to search, summary judgment

(0)(3), (b)(6), (b)(7), summary
judgment

Adequacy of request, exhaustion
of administrative remedies, juris-
diction

Privacy Act access, (b)(6), FOIA/
PA interface

(b)(3), 26 U.S.C. 86103(a),
86103(b)(2), de novo review, dis-
placement of FOIA

(b)(5), (b)(7)(D), deliberative
process, FOIA as a discovery tool

Attorney's fees

(0)(2), (b)(4), (B)(5), (L)(7)(A),
(B)(7)(C), (0)(7)(D), (B)(7)(E),
assurance of confidentiality, com-
mercial privilege

(b)(7)(A), in camera inspection

(b)(7), (b)(7)(C), attorney's fees,
law enforcement amendments
(1986), law enforcement purpose

(0)(7), (b)(7)(C), (b)(7)(D),
(b)(7)(E), discovery in FOIA lit-
igation, duty to search, exhaustion
of administrative remedies, im-
proper withholding, law enforce-
ment purpose, summary judgment

(b)(6), duty to search

Privacy Act access, (b)(2), (b)(6),
(b)(7)(C), (b)(7)(D), assurance of
confidentiality, attorney's fees, dis-
covery in FOIA litigation, duty to
search, exhaustion of administra-

tive remedies, proper party defen-

dant, Vaughn Index

Exhaustion of administrative rem-
edies, fees, fee waiver

(@)(1)(C), (a)(1)(D), publication

Denny v. Carey, 78 F.R.D. 370 (E.D. Pa. 1978).

Denny v. Hodel, No. 88-1194 (D.D.C. Jan. 12,
1990).

Dentico v. United States, No. 83-8534 (S.D.N.Y. July
10, 1989).

Denton v. CIA, 2 GDS 181,068 (D.D.C. 1981).
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1992 WL 700246 (D.D.C. Nov. 25, 1992), summary
affirmance granted, No. 92-5511 (D.C. Cir. July 27,
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Durnan v. Dep't of Commerce, 777 F. Supp. 965
(D.D.C. 1991).

Durns v. Bureau of Prisons, 605 F. Supp. 1213 (D.
D.C. 1985), rev'd, 804 F.2d 701 (D.C. Cir. 1986)

(consolidated), reh'g denied, 806 F.2d 1122 (D.C.
Cir. 1986) (consolidated), cert. granted, judgment
vacated & remanded, 486 U.S. 1029 (1988) (con-
solidated).

Dusenberry v. FBI, No. 91-0665, 1992 WL 115606
(D.D.C. May 5, 1992).

Duszynski v. Comm'r, No. 4-00-80026 (S.D. lowa
Mar. 19, 2001).

Dutch Boy, Inc. v. NLRB, 83 Lab. Cas. (CCH) {10,
438 (N.D. Tex. 1978).

Dworman Bldg. Corp. v. GSA, 468 F. Supp. 389
(S.D.N.Y. 1979).

Dynalectron Corp. v. Dep't of the Air Force, No. 83-
3399, 1984 WL 3289 (D.D.C. Oct. 30, 1984).

Dyson v. Smith, No. 3-83-1347 (N.D. Tex. Dec. 13,
1983) (magistrate's recommendation adopted).

Eagle Horse v. FBI, No. 92-2357 (D.D.C. July 28,
1995).

Eagle Tech., Inc. v. Def. Contract Audit Agency, No.
81-05-31 (E.D. Va. Sept. 18, 1981).

Early v. Office of Profl Responsibility, No. 95-0254
(D.D.C. Apr. 30, 1996), summary affirmance granted,
No. 96-5136, 1997 WL 195523 (D.C. Cir. Mar. 31,
1997).

Earth Pledge Found. v. CIA, 988 F. Supp. 623 (S.D.
N.Y. 1996), aff'd, 128 F.3d 788 (2d Cir. 1997).

Eason v. NRC, 1 GDS 80,027 (D.D.C. 1980).
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1339

1340

1341

1342

1343

1344

1345

1346

1347

1348

1349

1350

1351

1352

1353

1354

1355

1356

B (A), (b)(7)(D), attorney's
fees, mootness

(b)) (C), pro se litigant

Proper service of process

Jurisdiction

Exhaustion of administrative rem-
edies

Exceptional circumstances/due
diligence, expedited processing,
Vaughn Index

(0)(5), (0)(7)(A), (b)(7)(B), attor-
ney's fees, discretionary release,
waiver of exemption

(b)(1), (b)(3), 50 U.S.C. 8403,
adequacy of agency affidavit, "Glo-
mar" denial

Adequacy of request, duty to dis-
close, exhaustion of administrative
remedies

Attorney's fees, mootness

No record within scope of request

Duty to search

Reverse FOIA, (b)(3), 18 U.S.C.
81905, (b)(4)

Attorney's fees

Pro se litigant

(@)(1), (a)(1)(B), ()(1)(C),
(@)(1)(D), ()(2), () (6)(A),

publication, Vaughn Index

Fees, improper withholding, juris-
diction

O, (b)(7)(A), law enforcement
purpose, Vaughn Index

E. Coast Eng'g, Inc. v. Alexander, 2 GDS 181,218 (D.
D.C. 1981).

Easter v. FBI, 2 GDS 181,195 (D.D.C. 1981).

E. Tenn. Research Corp. v. TVA, 416 F. Supp. 988
(D.D.C. 1976), vacated, 424 F. Supp. 1329 (D.D.C.
1976).

Echols v. NLRB, 525 F.2d 288 (6" Cir. 1975).

Edge v. United States, No. 75-C-254 (N.D. Ill. May
19, 1975).

Edmond v. United States Attorney, 959 F. Supp. 1
(D.D.C. 1997).

Education-Instruccion, Inc. v. HUD, 471 F. Supp.
1074 (D. Mass. 1979), attorney's fees awarded, 1
GDS 180,192 (D. Mass. 1980), aff'd, 649 F.2d 4 (1*
Cir. 1981).

Edwards v. CIA, 512 F. Supp. 689 (D.D.C. 1981).

Edwards v. McFarlin, 3 GDS 182,553 (E.D. Mo.
1982).

Edwards v. Office of Equal Employment Opportunity,
No. 83-1524 (E.D. Mo. Dec. 2, 1983), attorney's fees
awarded (E.D. Mo. June 19, 1984).

Edwards v. Rozzi, No. 92-3008, 1992 WL 133035 (6™
Cir. June 12, 1992) (unpublished order), 966 F.2d
1451 (6™ Cir. 1992) (table cite).

Egan v. United States Customs Serv., No. 92-2229
(D.D.C. June 14, 1994).

EHE Nat'l Health Servs. v. HHS, No. 81-1087 (D.
D.C. Feb. 24, 1984).

Ehischide v. Dep't of Labor, 2 GDS 182,228 (E.D. Ky.
1980).

Ehm v. Amtrak Bd. of Dirs., 780 F.2d 516 (5" Cir.
1986).

Ehm v. EEOC, No. 85-2176 (5" Cir. May 19, 1986)
(unpublished memorandum), 790 F.2d 891 (5" Cir.
1986) (table cite).

Ehm v. Nat'l R.R. Passenger Corp., No. 81-406
(W.D. Tex. May 4, 1983), aff'd in part & rev'd & re-
manded in part, 732 F.2d 1250 (5" Cir. 1984), cert.
denied, 469 U.S. 982 (1984).

Ehringhaus v. FTC, 525 F. Supp. 21 (D.D.C. 1980).
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1357

1358

1359

1360

1361

1362

1363

1364

1365

1366

1367

1368

1369

1370

1371

1372

1373

1374

1375

(b)(6)

(b)(7)(A), duty to search, Vaughn
Index

(b)(5), (b)(7)(A), Vaughn Index

In camera inspection, pro se plain-
tiff

Summary judgment

(b)(5), (b)(7)(A), injunction of
agency proceeding pending reso-
lution of FOIA claim

Reverse FOIA, (b)(3), 18 U.S.C.
81905, (b)(4)

(@)(2)(B), (0)(5), (B)()(A),
(B)()(C), (0)(7)(E)

Duty to search

Exceptional circumstances/due
diligence, expedited processing

Summary judgment

Jurisdiction

(B)(T)(C), (0)(7)(D), (B)(7)(E),
assurance of confidentiality, sum-
mary judgment, Vaughn Index

Attorney's fees, duty to search

Summary judgment

Attorney's fees

Privacy Act access, (b)(2), (b)(3),
50 U.S.C. 8403(d)(3), 8§403g,
adequacy of agency affidavit, de
Novo review, in camera inspection,
"mosaic,"” reasonably segregable

(BYM)A), (B)(7)(C), (B)(7)(D),

FOIA as a discovery tool

Exceptional circumstances/due dil-
igence

E.l. du Pont de Nemours & Co. v. Finklea, 442 F.
Supp. 821 (S.D. W. Va. 1977).

Eisenberg v. DOJ, 2 GDS 81,034 (D.D.C. 1980),
aff'd, 672 F.2d 893 (D.C. Cir. 1981).

Eisenberg v. IRS, 43 A.F.T.R. 2d 79-990 (N.D. Ill.
1978), dismissed, Nos. 77-C-339, 77-C-340 (N.D. 1lI.
Feb. 26, 1979).

Eison v. Kallstrom, 75 F. Supp. 2d 113 (S.D.N.Y.
1999), subsequent opinion sub nom. Eison v. DOJ,
No. 98-6277 (S.D.N.Y. June 1, 2000).

Ekblad v. IRS, No. 91-C-414 (W.D. Wis. Sept. 5,
1991).

Electri-Flex Co. v. NLRB, 412 F. Supp. 698 (N.D. IlI.
1976).

Elect. Data Sys. Fed. Corp. v. Carmen, No. C82-353
(W.D. Wash. Nov. 16, 1982).

Elect. Memories & Magnetics Corp. v. United States,
431 F. Supp. 356 (C.D. Cal. 1977).

Elec. Privacy Info. Ctr. v. DOJ, No. 00-1849 (D.D.C.
Mar. 25, 2002).

Elect. Privacy Info. Ctr. v. FBI, 865 F. Supp. 1 (D.
D.C. 1994).

Elliott v. Triangle H.D.F. Corp., No. 93-2179 (S.D.
N.Y. Jan. 18, 1994).

Ellis v. Bureau of Prisons, No. 92-2359 (D.D.C. June
3, 1993).

Ellis v. DOJ, No. 90-0132 (D.D.C. Sept. 25, 1990).

Ellis v. United States, 941 F. Supp. 1068 (D. Utah
1996).

Ellsworth v. Comm'r, No. 84-5094 (N.D. Cal. Feb.
27, 1985).

Elmer v. Kelly, No. 76-0278 (D.R.I. June 30, 1983).

Elmquist v. CIA, No. 82-0047 (D.D.C. Oct. 17,
1985), summary judgment granted (D.D.C. Aug. 1,
1986), summary affirmance granted on other grounds,
No. 86-5626 (D.C. Cir. July 13, 1987).

E.L. Rice & Co. v. Nash, 92 L.R.R.M. 3280 (E.D.
Mich. 1976).

Eltayib v. United States Coast Guard, No. 99-1033
(D.D.C. Nov. 11, 2000).
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1376

1377

1378

1379

1380

1381
1382

1383

1384
1385

1386

1387

1388

1389

(a)(2), exhaustion of administra-
tive remedies, res judicata

(b)(3), 26 U.S.C. 86103(b)(2),
discovery in FOIA litigation,
mootness, summary judgment,
Vaughn Index

(0)(2), (b)(7)(C), (b)(7)(D),
®)(@)(E), (b)(7)(F), duty to
search

Exceptional circumstances/due dil-
igence, fees, summary judgment

B (C), (b)(7)(D), assurance of
confidentiality, mootness, res judi-
cata, summary judgment, Vaughn
Index

Dismissal for failure to prosecute

(b)(6), (b)(7)(C), burden of proof,
"Glomar" denial, in camera inspec-
tion, res judicata, summary judg-
ment, Vaughn Index

(b)(7), (b)(7)(D), duty to search,
law enforcement purpose, Vaughn
Index

Adequacy of request, fee waiver

Failure to meet time limits

Mootness

Agency records, judicial records

Exhaustion of administrative rem-
edies, fee waiver

Fee waiver, summary judgment

Ely v. Bureau of Prisons, No. 84-2482 (D.D.C. Apr.
16, 1985), subsequent opinion (D.D.C. Sept. 26,
1985), reconsideration granted (D.D.C. Oct. 9,
1985), dismissed (D.D.C. Mar. 27, 1986), aff'd, No.
86-5227 (D.C. Cir. June 30, 1987) (unpublished
memorandum), 821 F.2d 821 (D.C. Cir. 1987) (table
cite).

Ely v. Criminal Div. of the DOJ, 588 F. Supp. 628
(D.D.C. 1984).

Ely v. DEA, No. 83-2352 (D.D.C. May 17, 1985),
summary judgment granted (D.D.C. Dec. 20, 1985).

Ely v. Executive Office for United States Attorneys,
No. 84-2962 (D.D.C. Dec. 21, 1984), dismissed (D.
D.C. June 4, 1985), case reopened (D.D.C. Apr. 21,
1986), summary judgment granted (D.D.C. June 22,
1986).

Ely v. FBI, 658 F. Supp. 615 (C.D. Ill. 1987).

Ely v. FBI, No. 86-0812 (D.D.C. Sept. 17, 1987).

Ely v. FBI, 781 F.2d 1487 (11" Cir. 1986), summary
judgment denied, No. 83-876 (M.D. Fla. July 13,
1988), summary judgment granted (M.D. Fla. Feb.
13, 1989).

Ely v. FBI, No. 84-1615 (D.D.C. Jan. 7, 1985), sub-
sequent decision (D.D.C. Jan. 25, 1985), aff'd, No.
85-5196 (D.C. Cir. June 30, 1987) (unpublished
memorandum), 821 F.2d 821 (D.C. Cir. 1987) (table
cite).

Ely v. IRS, No. 83-C-926 (W.D. Wis. Mar. 22, 1984).

Ely v. United States Marshals Serv., No. 83-C-569
(W.D. Wis. Oct. 31, 1983).

Ely v. United States Parole Comm'n, No. 86-0702 (D.
D.C. July 9, 1986).

Ely v. United States Postal Serv., No. 86-5242 (D.C.
Cir. June 30, 1987) (unpublished memorandum), 821
F.2d 821 (D.C. Cir. 1987) (table cite).

Ely v. United States Postal Serv., No. 86-0230 (D.
D.C. July 9, 1986).

Ely v. United States Postal Serv., No. 83-2351 (D.
D.C. Mar. 29, 1984), affd, 753 F.2d 163 (D.C. Cir.
1985), cert. denied, 471 U.S. 1106 (1985).
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1390

1391

1392

1393

1394

1395

1396

1397

1398
1399

1400

1401

1402

1403

(@ (6)(A)

(b)) (C), "Glomar" denial, sum-
mary judgment

(b)(1), E.O. 12958, (b)(3), 50
U.S.C. 8403-3(c)(6), (b)(6),
(b)(7)(C), exceptional circum-
stances/due diligence, "Glomar"
denial, reasonably segregable,
Vaughn Index

(b)(4), (b)(5), (B)(7)(C),
(b)(7)(E), attorney work-product
privilege, deliberative process,
"Glomar" denial, in camera in-
spection, reasonably segregable,
stay pending appeal, summary
judgment, waiver of exemption
(failure to assert in litigation)

Disciplinary proceedings

VIO

Injunction of agency proceeding
pending resolution of FOIA claim

Agency

(b)(5), (b)(6)

Privacy Act access, (b)(2), (b)(3),
Fed.R.Crim.P. 6(e), (b)(5),
(Bd)(T)(A), (B)(7)(C), (0)(7)(D),
(B)Y()(E), (b)(7)(F), assurance of
confidentiality, attorney work-
product privilege, law enforcement
amendments (1986), summary
judgment

No improper withholding, Vaughn
Index

(b)(5), attorney work-product
privilege, discovery in FOIA liti-
gation

Venue

(a)(1), publication

Ely v. United States Postal Serv., No. 83-1882 (D.
D.C. June 30, 1983), reconsideration denied as moot
(D.D.C. Sept. 7, 1983).

Ely v. United States Secret Serv., No. 83-2080 (D.
D.C. Dec. 14, 1983).

Emerson v. CIA, No. 99-0274, 1999 U.S. Dist. LEXIS
19511 (D.D.C. Dec. 16, 1999), partial summary judg-
ment granted (D.D.C. May 8, 2000).

Emerson v. DOJ, 603 F. Supp. 459 (D.D.C. 1985),
motion to amend denied, No. 84-1304 (D.D.C. Mar.
28, 1985), stay granted, No. 85-5695 (D.C. Cir. July
5, 1985), remanded (D.C. Cir. June 30, 1986) (un-
published memorandum), 792 F.2d 1186 (D.C. Cir.
1986) (table cite), on remand (D.D.C. Jan. 15, 1987).

Emery v. Laise, 421 F. Supp. 91 (D.D.C. 1976), aff'd
sub nom. Emery v. Reinhardt, 566 F.2d 797 (D.C.
Cir. 1977).

Employers Nat'l Ins. Co. v. Olimpio, No. 88-5513
(E.D. La. Apr. 5, 1989).

Encyclopedia Britannica, Inc. v. FTC, 517 F.2d 1013
(7" Cir. 1975).

Energy Research Found. v. Def. Nuclear Facilities
Safety Bd., 734 F. Supp. 27 (D.D.C. 1990), rev'd &
remanded, 917 F.2d 581 (D.C. Cir. 1990).

Enfield v. FAA, 2 GDS 182,177 (D.D.C. 1980).

Engelking v. DEA, No. 91-0165 (D.D.C. Nov. 30,
1992), summary judgment granted (D.D.C. Feb. 23,
1993), summary affirmance granted in part, No. 93-
5091 (D.C. Cir. Oct. 6, 1993), summary judgment
granted, 1997 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 1881 (D.D.C. Feb.
21, 1997), aff'd, 119 F.3d 980 (D.C. Cir. 1997) (per
curiam), cert. denied, 522 U.S. 1094 (1998).

Engh v. Comm'r, No. 86-C- 20260 (N.D. Ill. Jan. 14,
1988) (magistrate's recommendation), adopted (N.D.
II. Apr. 4, 1988).

In re Engram, No. 91-1722, 1992 WL 12011 (4™ Cir.
June 2, 1992) (unpublished memorandum), 966 F.2d
1442 (4™ Cir. 1992) (table cite).

Envtl. Crimes Project v. EPA, 928 F. Supp. 1 (D.
D.C. 1995).

Envtl. Def. Fund v. Alexander, 501 F. Supp. 742
(N.D. Miss. 1980).
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1404

1405

1406

1407

1408

1409

1410

1411

1412

1413

1414

1415

1416
1417

1418

1419

(b)(5), adequacy of agency affi-
davit, agency records, attorney's
fees, deliberative process, in cam-
era inspection

Reverse FOIA, (b)(4), customary
treatment, summary judgment,
voluntary submissions

(b)) (C), "Glomar" denial

B (O), (b)(7)(D), assurance of
confidentiality, attorney's fees,
"mosaic”

(b)(2), (b)(3), 18 U.S.C.
§2511(2), Fed.R.Crim.P. 6(e),
(0)(5), (b)(6), (b)(7)(C),
(d)(7)(D), (b)(7)(E), (b)(7)(F),
attorney work-product privilege,
exhaustion of administrative rem-
edies, law enforcement amend-
ments (1986), summary judgment

(b))

(@(2), (0)(7), (B)(7N)(A),
(b)(7)(E), law enforcement pur-
pose

@(@1)
(b)(3), 42 U.S.C. §2000e-5(b),
§2000-8(e)

(b)(5), deliberative process

(b)(5), (b)(7)(A), deliberative
process

Injunction of agency proceeding
pending resolution of FOIA claim

(b)(7)(A), waiver of exemption
Attorney's fees

Exhaustion of administrative rem-
edies

No record within scope of request

Envtl. Def. Fund v. EPA, 3 GDS 182,398 (D.D.C.
1982), revised Vaughn Index ordered, 3 GDS 182,
468 (D.D.C. 1982), partial summary judgment grant-
ed, 3 GDS 183,191 (D.D.C. 1983), rev'd sub nom.
Envtl. Def. Fund v. OPM, 742 F.2d 1484 (D.C. Cir.
1984).

Envtl. Tech., Inc. v. EPA, 822 F. Supp. 1226 (E.D.
Va. 1993).

Enzinna v. DOJ, No. 96-2698 (D.D.C. Mar. 4, 1997),
summary affirmance granted, No. 97-5078, 1997 WL
404327 (D.C. Cir. June 30, 1997).

Eoff v. DOJ, 3 GDS 82,356 (E.D. Ky. 1981) (magis-
trate's recommendation adopted), on motion for at-
torney's fees, 3 GDS 82,357 (E.D. Ky. 1981) (magis-
trate's recommendation adopted).

Epps v. DOJ, 801 F. Supp. 787 (D.D.C. 1992), sum-
mary affirmance granted in part, No. 92-5360 (D.C.
Cir. Apr. 29, 1993).

Epstein v. Resor, 296 F. Supp. 214 (N.D. Cal. 1969),
aff'd, 421 F.2d 930 (9™ Cir. 1970), cert. denied, 398
U.S. 965 (1970).

Epstein, Becker, Borsody & Green v. Rougeau, 2
GDS 181,232 (D.D.C. 1981), dismissed, 2 GDS 181,
233 (D.D.C. 1981).

EEOC v. Bay Shipbuilding Corp., 668 F.2d 304 (7"
Cir. 1981).

EEOC v. City of Milwaukee, 54 F. Supp. 2d 885 (E.D.
Wis. 1999).

EEOC v. Los Alamos Constructors, Inc., 382 F. Supp.
1373 (D.N.M. 1974).

EEOC v. Roadway Express, Inc., 18 Empl. Prac. Dec.
(CCH) 18804 (S.D. Tex. 1978).

EEOC v. Truck Drivers, Local 705, 23 Fair Empl.
Prac. Cas. (BNA) 822 (N.D. 1ll. 1978).

Erb v. DOJ, 572 F. Supp. 954 (W.D. Mich. 1983).
Erinle v. Meese, No. 88-1084 (D.D.C. Jan. 19, 1989).

Ervin & Assocs., Inc. v. Dunlap, 33 F. Supp. 2d 1 (D.
D.C. 1997).

Eschelman v. Rumsfeld, No. 76-2793 (C.D. Cal. Aug.
1, 1977).
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1420

1421

1422

1423

1424

1425

1426

1427

1428

1429

1430

1431

1432

1433

1434

No record within scope of request,
proper party defendant

Agency

(b)(3), 22 U.S.C. 81461, agency
records, summary judgment

(b)(5), deliberative process

Exhaustion of administrative rem-
edies

(b)(7), exhaustion of administra-
tive remedies

(b)(5), deliberative process, duty
to search, reasonably segregable

(b)(5), deliberative process

Attorney's fees, exceptional cir-
cumstances/due diligence, fee
waiver

Fee waiver

Attorney's fees

(b)(3), 49 U.S.C. §1504, (b)(7)

(b)(3), 50 U.S.C. app. §2411(c)

O)(@), (b)(7)(C), law enforcement
purpose, summary judgment

Privacy Act access, (b)(7), attor-
ney's fees, exceptional circum-
stances/due diligence, FOIA/PA
interface

Espenshade v. Carbone, No. 86-2610 (D.D.C. May
15, 1987).

Esseily v. Giuliani, No. 00CIV.5271, 2000 WL
1154313 (S.D.N.Y. Aug. 14, 2000), aff'd, No. 01-
7179, 2001 U.S. App. LEXIS 26166 (2d Cir. Dec. 4,
2001).

Essential Info., Inc. v. United States Info. Agency,
No. 96-1194, 1996 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 22027 (D.D.C.
Nov. 27, 1996), aff'd, 134 F.3d 1165 (D.C. Cir.
1998), reh'g denied, No. 97-5017 (D.C. Cir. June 15,
1998).

Etemad v. EEOC, No. 93-780 (C.D. Cal. Apr. 8,
1994).

Etemad v. United States, No. 92-55735 (9™ Cir. Apr.
14, 1993) (unpublished memorandum), 990 F.2d
1257 (9™ Cir. 1993) (table cite).

Etheridge v. IRS, 74-1 U.S. Tax Cas. (CCH) 19354
(N.D. Ga. 1974).

Ethyl Corp. v. EPA, No. 92-1185 (E.D. Va. Apr. 19,
1993), vacated & remanded, 25 F.3d 1241 (4™ Cir.
1994).

Ethyl Corp. v. EPA, 478 F.2d 47 (4™ Cir. 1973).

Ettlinger v. FBI, 596 F. Supp. 867 (D. Mass. 1984).

Eudey v. CIA, 478 F. Supp. 1175 (D.D.C. 1979).

Evans v. Comm'r, No. 83-31-5 (W.D. Mich. Mar. 28,
1986).

Evans v. Dep't of Transp., 446 F.2d 821 (5™ Cir.
1971), cert. denied, 405 U.S. 918 (1972).

Evans v. Kreps, 1 GDS 180,073 (D.D.C. 1980), aff'd
sub nom. Evans v. Baldrige, 656 F.2d 899 (D.C. Cir.
1981), reh'g denied, No. 80-1438 (D.C. Cir. May 28,
1981).

Exner v. DOJ, 902 F. Supp. 240 (D.D.C. 1995), on in
camera inspection, No. 93-2609 (D.D.C. Oct. 12,
1995).

Exner v. FBI, No. 76-89 (S.D. Cal. Apr. 20, 1976),
remanded, 542 F.2d 1121 (9" Cir. 1976), on remand
(S.D. Cal. 1977), on motion for attorney's fees, 443 F.
Supp. 1349 (S.D. Cal. 1978), aff'd, 612 F.2d 1202 (9™
Cir. 1980).
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1435

1436

1437

1438

1439

1440

1441

1442

1443

1444

1445

(b)(5), adequacy of request, attor-
ney-client privilege, attorney work-
product privilege, deliberative
process, duty to search, proper
party defendant, reasonably segre-
gable, Vaughn Index

Reverse FOIA, (b)(3), 18 U.S.C.
81905

(0)(5), (B)(7)(A), (b)(7)(D), ade-
quacy of agency affidavit, attorney
work-product privilege, duty to
search, FOIA as a discovery tool,
reasonably segregable, summary
judgment

(b)(5), (b)(7), adequacy of re-
quest, disclosure to Congress,
mootness, summary judgment,
Vaughn Index, waiver of exemp-
tion

Discovery/FOIA interface

Fees, Vaughn Index

(b)(5), (b)(8), deliberative process,
FOIA/PA interface, waiver of ex-
emption

(b)(5), attorney's fees, attorney
work-product privilege

Privacy Act access, (b)(1), E.O.
12958, (b)(6), (b)(7()C), in cam-
era inspection, Vaughn Index

(b)(6)

Privacy Act access, (b)(2), (b)(3),
18 U.S.C. 82517, Fed.R.Crim.P.
6(e), (b)(5), (b)(6), (b)(7),
(Bd)(7)(A), (B)(7)(C), (b)(7)(D),
(b)(7)(F), adequacy of agency af-
fidavit, deliberative process, dis-
covery in FOIA litigation, in cam-
era inspection, law enforcement
amendments (1986), law enforce-
ment purpose, summary judgment,
Vaughn Index

Exxon Corp. v. DOE, 2 GDS 81,253 (D.D.C. 1981),
summary judgment granted in part, 585 F. Supp. 690
(D.D.C. 1983).

Exxon Corp. v. Donovan, 2 GDS 181,383 (D.D.C.
1981).

Exxon Corp. v. FTC, 466 F. Supp. 1088 (D.D.C.
1978), subsequent decision, 476 F. Supp. 713 (D.
D.C. 1979), aff'd, 663 F.2d 120 (D.C. Cir. 1980).

Exxon Corp. v. FTC, 384 F. Supp. 755 (D.D.C.
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